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I. The Spartacist League/U.S., Section of the International 
Communist League (Fourth Internationalist) 

1. The Spartacist League is the U.S. section of the International Communist League (Fourth 
Internationalist). As stated in the ICL’s “Declaration of Principles and Some Elements of Program” 
(February 1998): “The International Communist Teague (Fourth Internationalist) is a proletarian, 
revolutionary and internationalist tendency which is committed to the task of building Leninist parties 
as national sections of a democratic-centralist international whose purpose is to lead the working class 
to victory through socialist revolutions throughout the world.” With our comrades around the world, we 
struggle to reforge Leon Trotsky’s Fourth International, world party of socialist revolution. 














2. The program and strategy put forward by the Spartacist League for proletarian revolution in the 
American imperialist state are based on the principles of scientific socialism and historical (i.e., 
dialectical) materialism—a Marxist understanding of the specific, historically derived features of the 
present-day United States. Militarily the most powerful imperialist country in the world, the ambition 
of the supremely arrogant U.S. ruling class is to exercise complete political/military global hegemony, 
an ambition which both conditions and is reinforced by the relative political backwardness of the 
American working class. 

The U.S. is the only advanced capitalist country lacking a mass workers party representing even a 
deformed expression of the political independence of the proletariat. The central enduring feature of 
American capitalism, shaping and perpetuating this backward consciousness, is the structural 
oppression of the black population as a race-color caste at the bottom of society. Black oppression with 
its profound and pervasive ideological effects is fundamental to the American capitalist order. 
Obscuring the class divide, racism and white supremacy have served to bind white workers to their 
capitalist masters based on the illusion of a commonality of interest based on skin color. 

The shell game through which the Democratic Party—the historic party of the Confederate slavocracy 
—is portrayed as the “friend” of blacks and labor has been essential to preserving the rule of racist 
American capitalism. Our principal task in the U.S. is to break the power of the pro-capitalist trade- 
union bureaucracy over the labor movement. It is this bureaucracy—itself a component part of the 
Democratic Party—which politically chains the proletariat to the bourgeoisie and is the major obstacle 
to revolutionary class consciousness, to the forging of a revolutionary workers party. 

Thus the struggle to bring revolutionary consciousness to the working class—a precondition to socialist 
revolution and the establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat—poses the strategic tasks of the 
fight for black liberation and the political and organizational independence of the proletariat from the 
bourgeoisie, its parties and its state. 


3. The proletariat is the only revolutionary class in modern society. Only the revolutionary conquest of 
power by the multiracial working class, emancipating the proletariat from the system of wage slavery, 
can end imperialist barbarity and achieve the long-betrayed promise of black freedom. We seek to build 
the Leninist vanguard party which is the necessary instrument for infusing the working class with this 
understanding, transforming it from a class in itself —simply defined by its relationship to the means of 
production—to a class for itself, fully conscious of its historic task to seize state power and reorganize 
society. 

The struggle for proletarian power is the most ruthless and irreconcilable struggle in all history and 
requires that the revolutionary party be organized in accord with the principle of democratic-centralism. 
The party must unconditionally demand of all its members complete discipline in all public activities 



and actions of the organization. Such a party can only be forged by a self-acting and critical-minded 
membership which solves the problems confronting the party by collective thought, discussion and 
experience, requiring the widest party democracy. As James P. Cannon noted: 


“Democratic-centralism has no special virtue per se. It is the specific principle of a combat 
party, united by a single program, which aims to lead a revolution. Social Democrats have 
no need of such a system of organization for the simple reason that they have no intention 
of organizing a revolution. Their democracy and centralism are not united by a hyphen but 
kept in separate compartments for separate purposes. The democracy is for the social 
patriots and the centralism is for the revolutionists.” 

— “Leninist Organizational Principles,” 3 April 1953, Speeches to the Party (1973) 


4. We live in the epoch of imperialism, the last stage of capitalism, an epoch of wars and revolutions in 
which the world economy comes into violent collision with the barriers imposed by the capitalist 
nation-state. “Marxism takes its point of departure from world economy, not as a sum of national parts 
but as a mighty and independent reality which has been created by the international division of labour 
and the world market, and which in our epoch imperiously dominates the national markets. The 
productive forces of capitalist society have long ago outgrown the national boundaries” (Leon Trotsky, 
Introduction to the German Edition, The Permanent Revolution [1930]). 


5. American “democracy” has been purchased through brutal exploitation of the colonial and 
semicolonial masses around the world, generally through imposition of murderous anti-labor dictatorial 
regimes. America is ruled by the dictatorship of a single class, the bourgeoisie, alternately administered 
by the Democrats and Republicans, two wings of the same property party. The faqade of democracy is 
designed simply to obscure the fact that the capitalist state is an instrument of organized force and 
violence—consisting at its core of the police, army, courts and prisons—for maintaining capitalist 
property and profits through the suppression of the working class and the oppressed and fending off 
foreign challengers. The proletariat cannot lay hold of this state machinery and use it for its own 
purposes, but must smash the bourgeois state and establish a workers state, laying the basis for the 
abolition of classes in an international communist world. Our task, in the bastion of world 
imperialism, is to build the multiracial revolutionary workers party, section of a reforged Fourth 
International, which will lead the proletariat in the overthrow of the American capitalist order, the 
expropriation of the bourgeoisie as a class and the establishment of a planned socialist economy. 

II. We Are the Party of the Russian Revolution 

1. As stated in the ICL’s “Declaration of Principles”: “We stand on the work of revolutionists such as 
Marx, Engels, Lenin, Trotsky, Luxemburg and Liebknecht. Above all we look to the experience of the 



Bolshevik Party which culminated in the Russian Revolution of 1917, the only revolution as yet made 
by the working class. This history illuminates where we come from, what we seek to defend and where 
we want to go.” 

In leading the small but young and militant working class of Russia to the taking of state power and the 
consolidation of its own class rule through workers councils (soviets), supported by the poor peasants 
and soldiers, the Bolshevik Party of V.I. Lenin and L.D. Trotsky delineated the strategy for proletarian 
revolution in the imperialist epoch. We seek to carry forward the international working-class 
perspectives of Marxism as developed in theory and practice by Lenin and Trotsky, as embodied in the 
decisions of the first four congresses of the Communist International and by the 1938 Transitional 
Program and other key documents of the Fourth International, such as “War and the Fourth 
International” (1934). 


2. The October Revolution was the culmination of a wave of proletarian revolutionary ferment ignited 
by the unprecedented interimperialist carnage of World War I. The bourgeois order in the rest of Europe 
was saved by the treachery of the Social Democrats of the Second International—lackeys of capital 
who quickly moved to stifle the post-WWI revolutionary ferment, including by assisting in the military 
suppression of the insurgent workers in Central Europe. The immaturity and indecisiveness of 
revolutionary leadership outside Russia, particularly in Germany, led to the failure to realize 
opportunities for proletarian revolution. This, together with the pressure of imperialist encirclement on 
the isolated and economically backward Soviet workers state and the devastation of the most conscious 
layer of the proletariat in the Civil War that smashed the counterrevolutionary Russian and imperialist 
forces, set the stage for a political counterrevolution in 1924, what Trotsky called the “Soviet 
Thermidor.” 

While the social foundations of the workers state established in 1917 remained intact, by 1924 political 
power was transferred from the hands of the revolutionary vanguard into the hands of the conservative 
bureaucratic caste headed by J.V. Stalin. Under the false dogma of “socialism in one country,” the 
Stalinist bureaucracy accommodated imperialism and betrayed the proletarian, revolutionary, 
internationalist perspectives of the Bolshevik Revolution. In opposition to Stalin’s nationalist 
opportunism, Trotsky’s Left Opposition was founded to defend the program of revolutionary 
internationalism. 

After being expelled from the Communist Party (1927) and forcibly exiled from the Soviet Union 
(1928), Trotsky organized his followers into the International Left Opposition to fight within the 
Communist International for the return to the authentic revolutionary program of Leninism. When no 
party of the Comintern opposed Stalin’s policies that allowed Hitler’s Nazis to come to power in 
Germany in 1933 without a struggle, Trotsky declared that the Third International was dead as a 
revolutionary organization and called for a new, Fourth International. 

The Stalinist program of class collaboration led to the defeat of incipient workers revolutions such as 
China in 1925-27, Spain in 1936-39, Italy in 1943-45 and France in 1968. In his works such as The 



Revolution Betrayed, Trotsky warned that if the Stalinist bureaucratic caste was not ousted through a 
political revolution by the Soviet proletariat, the bureaucracy would devour the workers state itself. 
Having systematically destroyed the revolutionary internationalist consciousness of the Soviet 
proletariat, the Stalinist bureaucracy did finally devour the workers state, ushering in the imperialist- 
backed capitalist counterrevolution of 1991-92. 


3. The Spartacist League is the continuator of the revolutionary heritage of the early Communist Party 
and James P. Cannon’s Socialist Workers Party (SWP). A leader of the early American Communist 
Party who was won over to Trotskyism while at the Sixth Congress of the Comintern in 1928, Cannon 
exemplified the best of the revolutionary wing of the early American labor movement, notably 
including as well Vincent St. John and other leaders of the Industrial Workers of the World. In his 
prime. Cannon had the evident capacity to lead the American socialist revolution to victory. Unlike 
adherents to the Left Opposition in other countries, the American Trotskyist movement had the 
advantage of originating from a relatively cohesive faction of leading cadre within the Communist 
Party and was nourished by close and direct collaboration with Trotsky. This, and its location in a 
country insulated from the real carnage of World War II, uniquely allowed for the continuous, 
independent existence of the American Trotskyist party, making Cannon’s SWP a living link between 
the Bolshevism of Lenin and Trotsky and later generations of revolutionary Marxists. 


4. In 1934, in his article “War and the Fourth International,” Trotsky foresaw the outbreak of a new 
interimperialist war and anticipated the possibility that one or more of the capitalist powers would seek 
a nonaggression pact or alliance with the USSR to further their own imperialist aims. Despite this, 
Trotsky stressed that the class contradictions between the Soviet Union and the imperialists were 
fundamental and raised the danger of an armed intervention against the Soviet Union. He made crystal 
clear the position of the Fourth International—unconditional military defense of the USSR against 
military attack from any quarter: “Defense of the Soviet Union from the blows of the capitalist 
enemies, irrespective of the circumstances and immediate causes of the conflict, is the elementary and 
imperative duty of every honest labor organization” (“War and the Fourth International”). 

In the immediate aftermath of the 1939 Hitler-Stalin pact, Trotsky wrote: 


“We must formulate our slogans in such a way that the workers see clearly just what we are 
defending in the USSR (state property and planned economy), and against whom we are 
conducting a ruthless struggle (the parasitic bureaucracy and its Comintern). We must not 
lose sight for a single moment of the fact that the question of overthrowing the Soviet 
bureaucracy is for us subordinate to the question of preserving state property in the means 
of production in the USSR; that the question of preserving state property in the means of 
production in the USSR is subordinate for us to the question of the world proletarian 
revolution.” 



— “The USSR in War,” September 1939 


5. In World War II, as in all interimperialist conflicts, the Leninist position toward the imperialist 
combatants, regardless of whether they were momentarily allied with the Soviet Union, was 
revolutionary defeatism: irreconcilable opposition to the imperialist slaughter and a recognition that the 
defeat of one’s “own” bourgeoisie is a lesser evil. For their principled stand against the impending 
imperialist war, 18 leaders of the Socialist Workers Party were sentenced to jail on 8 December 1941, 
the first victims of the Smith Act. 

The wartime alliance of the USSR with American imperialism after Hitler’s invasion of the Soviet 
Union in June 1941 led the Communist Party/USA to indulge in an orgy of social-patriotic defense of 
the war aims of U.S. imperialism and its imperialist allies, glorifying Wall Street’s quest for world 
domination as a “war of democracy against fascism.” In contrast, the Trotskyists implacably opposed 
their own bourgeoisie while militarily defending the Soviet degenerated workers state against all the 
capitalist powers. Trotskyists also supported the independence struggles of nations oppressed by 
imperialism, except when they became subordinated to the imperialist combatants, as Chiang Kai- 
shek’s Chinese nationalist army became subordinated to the Allied imperialists in their fight against 
Japan. 


6. Within the SWP, the outbreak of World War II provoked a sharp challenge to its revolutionary 
program by a petty-bourgeois opposition, led by James Burnham and Max Shachtman, which 
repudiated defense of the Soviet Union. The factional struggle against that challenge, documented in 
Trotsky’s In Defense of Marxism and Cannon’s Struggle for a Proletarian Party, is part of our 
revolutionary heritage. 

However, we are sharply critical of the “Proletarian Military Policy” (PMP), initiated by Trotsky and 
developed by the SWP (and even more so by the British Trotskyists). In a misdirected attempt to 
intersect proletarian anti-fascist sentiment, the Trotskyists called for trade-union control of military 
training, bending toward a reformist position on the class character of the state and conceding ground 
to the “anti-fascist” war propaganda of the “democratic” Allied imperialists. The working class cannot 
“control” the bourgeois army; rather, in a revolutionary situation, communists seek to split the army, 
breaking the ranks away from the officer corps by winning the mass of the soldiers to the incipient 
proletarian revolution, and in the process smashing the institutions of the capitalist state. 


7. Following World War II, which decimated the already fragile European sections of the Fourth 
International, a revisionist current led by Michel Pablo arose in the Trotskyist movement. Pabloism was 
chiefly characterized by its denial of the proletariat as the revolutionary class and correspondingly of 
the need for Trotskyist vanguard parties, positing instead that Stalinist, Social Democratic and 
bourgeois-nationalist forces could be pressured into adopting a “roughly revolutionary” perspective. 



Pabloite revisionism destroyed the Fourth International in 1951-53. Cannon’s SWP waged a principled 
fight against Pabloism, albeit belatedly, partially and on its own national terrain. The SWP split from 
Pablo’s International Secretariat (I.S.) to form the International Committee (IC) along with the majority 
of the French Trotskyists, led by Pierre Lambert, and the majority of the British Trotskyists, led by 
Gerry Healy. But by 1963 the SWP had made its peace with Pabloism and it reunified with Pablo’s I.S., 
forming the United Secretariat (USec). 

The immediate origins of the Spartacist League are in the Revolutionary Tendency (RT) of the SWP. 
Basing itself primarily upon the British Socialist Labor League document, “The World Prospect for 
Socialism” (1961), and three documents by the RT, “The Cuban Revolution” (1961), “In Defense of a 
Revolutionary Perspective” (1962) and especially “Toward Rebirth of the Fourth International” (1963), 
the RT stood in solidarity with the IC. The RT arose in the struggle to defend the Trotskyist program 
against the SWP majority’s Pabloite liquidationism, centrally manifested in its glorification of the 
petty-bourgeois Castroite leadership of the Cuban Revolution and its opportunist tailing of liberal and 
nationalist elements in the civil rights movement. The RT declared: 


“13. Trotskyists are at once the most militant and unconditional defenders against 
imperialism of both the Cuban Revolution and of the deformed workers’ state which has 
issued therefrom. But Trotskyists cannot give confidence and political support, however 
critical, to a governing regime hostile to the most elementary principles and practices of 
workers’ democracy.... 

“15. Experience since the Second World War has demonstrated that peasant-based guerrilla 
warfare under petit-bourgeois leadership can in itself lead to nothing more than an anti- 
working-class bureaucratic regime. The creation of such regimes has come about under the 
conditions of decay of imperialism, the demoralization and disorientation caused by 
Stalinist betrayals, and the absence of revolutionary Marxist leadership of the working 
class. Colonial revolution can have an unequivocally progressive significance only under 
such leadership of the revolutionary proletariat. For Trotskyists to incorporate into their 
strategy revisionism on the proletarian leadership in the revolution is a profound negation 
of Marxism-Leninism.” 

— “Toward Rebirth of the Fourth International” (June 1963) 


Reflecting its Pabloite abandonment of a revolutionary perspective on the terrain of the American class 
struggle, the SWP refused to intervene into the mass civil rights struggles in the South which were 
becoming increasingly open to a revolutionary perspective. Against the SWP’s initial support for liberal 
reformism and later capitulation to black nationalism, a central component of the RT opposition was 
the fight for a revolutionary integrationist perspective, linking the tumultuous battles for black equality 
to labor’s fight against capital. Among the key founding documents of the Spartacist League was 
“Black and Red—Class Struggle Road to Negro Freedom” (1966). 



In rapid motion to the right, the centrist SWP expelled the RT leadership and most of its supporters in a 
series of blatant political expulsions beginning in November 1963 and continuing through the spring of 
1964. We sought to appeal these undemocratic expulsions and gain readmission to the SWP until the 
fall of 1965, when the SWP crossed the class line into pro-Democratic Party reformism with its class- 
collaborationist work in the anti-Vietnam War movement. At this time, we pulled out the remaining RT 
supporters in the San Francisco Bay Area. 


8. In the early 1960s the RT had been attracted to the powerful anti-Pabloist and orthodox Trotskyist 
material produced by the rump IC of Gerry Healy in Britain. Despite Healy’s engineering a criminal 
split in the RT in late 1962 through the agency of Tim Wohlforth, after our expulsions we pursued a 
course of unity with Healy’s IC because of apparent programmatic congruence. At the 1966 IC 
conference in London, where unity was supposed to have been consummated, Healy expelled our 
delegation on bureaucratic organizational grounds because of our insistence on fighting within the IC 
for our political views. We noted that “Clearly, the I.C. felt unable to tolerate a disciplined but vigorous 
and independent tendency within its ranks.... Rigid bureaucracy in a workers’ movement always reveals 
fundamental lack of confidence in party members and ultimately in the revolutionary capacity of the 
working class” (Spartacist No. 6, June-July 1966). The Spartacist League was founded in September 
1966. 

We had predicted that clear programmatic differences would soon emerge corresponding to the 
Healyites’ organizational sectarianism, gangsterism and bureaucratic maneuvering. Indeed, the year 
following the 1966 IC conference, when the Chinese Stalinists polarized in an intra-bureaucratic 
squabble known as the “Cultural Revolution,” Healy’s IC behaved as perfect Pabloites, politically 
supporting the Maoist wing. We wrote: “These departures by the Healy group from revolutionary 
politics signal the transformation of the unclarified civil war between Healy-Banda-Wohlforth and 
ourselves into a clear-cut political struggle between counterposed tendencies” (Spartacist No. 10, May- 
June 1967). The Healyite political bandits soon went over to craven tailism of openly bourgeois forces, 
exemplified by Arab nationalism (which they baptized the “Arab Revolution”) and subsequent 
massively corrupt relations with bourgeois Arab regimes. 


9. In the first issue of Spartacist, the SL/U.S. outlined our perspective as a fighting propaganda group: 


“We want to influence such radical and leftward moving groups or sections as aspire to 
Marxist clarity and direction. We frankly state in advance that the purpose of our action is 
to further a revolutionary regroupment of forces within this country such that a Leninist 
vanguard party of the working class will emerge. Secondly, we want to win individual 
supporters for our viewpoint from among radical youth, militants in the civil rights 
struggle, and seek to create modest nuclei within key sections of the working class.” 


— Spartacist No. 1, February-March 1964 



10. The “Russian question” was a central axis of the intervention of the Spartacist League into the 
radical ferment of the 1960s and early 1970s, sparked by the losing imperialist war against Vietnam. 
What was at stake in Vietnam was a social revolution. Our call “All Indochina Must Go Communist!” 
cut against both liberal-pacifist illusions in the U.S. and the nationalist class collaboration of the 
Stalinist leadership of North Vietnam (DRV) and the South Vietnamese National Liberation Front 
(NLF). Expressing its descent into unabashed reformism, the SWP issued liberal-pacifist appeals to “all 
men of peace” to stop the war and “bring our boys home.” Applying the Stalin-inspired popular-front 
policy, the SWP pushed for a “single-issue broad-based coalition,” ruling out in advance the Marxist 
analysis of war as necessarily resulting from the inner conflicts of capitalism which can only be 
genuinely opposed by revolutionary class struggle against the capitalist order; and, in contrast, 
maintained that all persons, from whatever social class or group, whether or not opposed to capitalism, 
can “unite” to “stop war.” The reformists placed their hopes in an “antiwar” wing of the U.S. 
bourgeoisie which, following the consolidation of imperialist interests in the region with the anti¬ 
communist bloodbath in Indonesia in 1965, simply wanted to cut its losses in the face of stinging 
American military defeats in Vietnam. 

While giving no political support to the Stalinists of the NLF/DRV, we unconditionally called for their 
military victory and sought to mobilize the U.S. proletariat in class struggle against the imperialist war, 
raising the call for “Labor Strikes Against the War!” and for an “Antiwar Friday” one-day general 
strike. Our propaganda and agitation for political strikes against the war fell on fertile ground and by 
1970 this was widely discussed. That was the year of three politically significant nationwide wildcat 
strikes: Teamsters, rail and post office. The National Guardsmen who murdered four antiwar protesters 
at Kent State were taken straight from strike-breaking duty against Cleveland Teamsters, the army was 
deployed to break the post office strike, and the rail strike immediately confronted federal intervention. 
Likewise, antiwar sentiment in the American armed forces was so deep as to reach almost mutinous 
proportions on the ground in Vietnam, underlining the duty of the proletarian party to educate and win 
soldiers to its revolutionary viewpoint. 

The SL/U.S. actively intervened in Students for a Democratic Society (SDS), especially in the wake of 
the May 1968 general strike in France, a strike which challenged the predominant petty-bourgeois 
elitism of the New Left radical student movement and gave rise to pro-working-class currents. Through 
fighting for our Trotskyist program among diverse radical milieus, we won to our party the cadres 
necessary to undertake systematic implantation into industry and international extension. 


11. From our inception, we struggled to reforge an authentically Trotskyist, democratic-centralist 
Fourth International. The main political report at our Third National Conference (1972) stressed: “The 
SL/U.S. urgently requires disciplined subordination to an international leadership not subject to the 
deforming pressures of our particular national situation.” Two years later, in July 1974, the 



“Declaration for the Organizing of an International Trotskyist Tendency” announced the constitution of 
a nucleus for the early crystallization of the international Spartacist tendency, preparing the ground for 
the first international delegated conference, in 1979, of the iSt, which became the ICL in 1989. 
Asserting our commitment to international democratic centralism, this document took particular aim at 
revisionists who invoked reactionary legislation (such as the 1940 Voorhis Act) as an excuse for their 
anti-internationalist practices. 


12. It is the duty of proletarian revolutionists to defend every conquest of the working class, whatever 
the distortions they have been subjected to as a consequence of the pressures of hostile class forces. 
The Spartacists maintained a Soviet-defensist position against the imperialist war drive of the 1980s, 
Cold War II. We hailed the Red Army intervention in Afghanistan in 1979 and opposed the 
counterrevolutionary power bid by clerical-nationalist Solidarnosc in Poland in 1981. In the face of 
impending capitalist counterrevolution in the Soviet Union, we followed Trotsky’s injunction: “Not the 
slightest taint of guilt must fall upon the revolutionary internationalists. In the hour of mortal danger, 
they must remain on the last barricade” (“The Class Nature of the Soviet State” [1933]). 

In 1989, we threw our forces internationally into the fight for a “Red Germany of Workers Councils,” 
seeking to lead to victory an incipient proletarian political revolution in East Germany in the face of the 
drive for counterrevolutionary annexation by West German imperialism, enthusiastically supported by 
the Social Democracy. Fearful of the East German proletariat, the DDR Stalinists, with a green light 
from Gorbachev, opted for capitalist restoration. The ICL opposed the capitalist reunification of 
Germany, fighting for revolutionary reunification through political revolution in the East and socialist 
revolution in the West. In 1991, we sought to mobilize the Soviet proletariat to defeat the Yeltsin-led 
and U.S.-backed forces of counterrevolution there. 

Today, we continue to fight for unconditional military defense of Cuba, China, North Korea and 
Vietnam against imperialism and internal counterrevolution. Thus we oppose the AFL-CIO’s anti¬ 
communist and protectionist campaign against China, exemplified by the labor tops’ Seattle anti-World 
Trade Organization mobilization. Similarly, we have denounced the “Free Tibet” movement as a 
stalking horse for capitalist counterrevolution in China. Unconditional military defense of the Cuban 
Revolution means we call for the U.S. to get out of Guantanamo and oppose U.S. imperialism’s 
embargo of Cuba and ongoing military provocations aimed at fomenting counterrevolution. In Korea, 
we demand the withdrawal of all U.S. troops and raise the call for the revolutionary reunification of the 
peninsula through proletarian political revolution in the North and workers revolution in the South. 

Large-scale strikes and resistance by the Chinese working class to the ravages of “market reforms” are 
an obstacle to the imperialists’ drive for capitalist counterrevolutionary destruction of the Chinese 
deformed workers state. In pushing “free market” measures and pipedreams of coexistence with 
imperialism, the Chinese Stalinist bureaucracy is paving the way for capitalist counterrevolution and 
simultaneously preparing the ground for a new revolutionary proletarian explosion. The bedrock of the 
Trotskyist perspective for proletarian political revolution is unconditional defense of the deformed 
workers states against imperialism and internal attempts at capitalist restoration. The aim of political 



revolution is to defend and extend the gains of the proletariat embodied in state property and the 
planned economy. It is necessary to cohere Trotskyist parties in the deformed workers states to prepare 
and lead the workers’ struggles to political victory. Proletarian political revolution in China would have 
tremendous international impact and implications in reversing the bourgeois onslaught since capitalist 
counterrevolution across East Europe and the former Soviet Union. At the same time, a revolutionary 
China of workers and peasants councils would face virulently hostile imperialist reaction. The 
International Communist League fights to reforge the Fourth International, world party of socialist 
revolution, to lead the proletariat in the overthrow of capitalist class rule internationally, smashing the 
imperialist system and laying the material basis for socialist economic development. 


13. Despite Stalinist deformation, the planned, collectivized economy of the USSR was a great gain for 
the world working class. The destruction of the USSR through capitalist counterrevolution, the final 
undoing of the 1917 October Revolution, was a world-historic defeat for the proletariat. Throughout 
much of the former Soviet bloc, it has wreaked a historically unprecedented economic collapse that has 
decimated large sectors of the proletariat. It has opened up a new field for imperialist exploitation and 
interimperialist rivalries, leading inexorably to new wars for plunder, while emboldening the U.S. 
bourgeoisie in pursuing its unbridled appetites for world domination. It has thrown back proletarian 
consciousness internationally so that even advanced layers of the workers, as well as anti-racist fighters 
and others engaged in social struggle, do not identify their cause with the goal of socialism. It is our 
task to implant socialist consciousness among these layers. 

Historical experience, not least the Stalinist degeneration of the workers state issuing out of the October 
Revolution which culminated in the restoration of capitalism in the former Soviet Union in 1991-92, 
confirms the Marxist understanding that the creation of a classless, socialist society requires that the 
proletariat seize state power in at least several of the advanced capitalist countries. In the face of the 
“death of communism” he trumpeted by the imperialists and promoted, explicitly or implicitly, by 
every species of opportunism on the face of the planet, we reassert the revolutionary program of 
Bolshevism and the liberating ideals of communism. As we wrote in the “Declaration of Principles of 
the Spartacist League” (1966): 

“The victory of the proletariat on a world scale would place unimagined material 
abundance at the service of human needs, lay the basis for the elimination of social classes, 
and eliminate forever the drive for war inherent in the world economic system of 
capitalism. For the first time mankind will grasp the reins of history and control its own 
creation, society, resulting in an undreamed-of emancipation of human potential, the 
limitless expansion of freedom in every area, and a monumental forward surge of 
civilization.” 



III. The American Imperialist State and the Tasks of the 
Revolutionary Party 

1. The American nation-state originated in the era of mercantile capitalism as a settler colony of 
Britain. A sparse aboriginal population of hunter-gatherers and primitive agriculturalists was wiped out 
and/or driven away. Following the revolutionary war of independence (1775-83), the United States of 
America was formed as a bourgeois democracy for white, male property owners, with male suffrage 
subsequently extended to the white lower classes. Supporters of Great Britain established themselves in 
upper Canada (Ontario) and the Crown also retained lower Canada (Quebec). 

From its early colonial origins, the United States was rent increasingly by two distinct socio-economic 
systems, based on black chattel slavery in the South and “free” wage labor (alongside an agrarian 
economy centered on small family farms) in the North. Southern plantation agriculture supplied the 
principal exports for the early American bourgeois state, providing the financial resources for the rapid 
growth of mercantile and industrial capitalism in the North. Simultaneously, the American state 
undertook a massive territorial expansion reaching to the Pacific coast. This “manifest destiny” was 
realized largely through the Louisiana Purchase (1803) and the later bloody conquest and annexation of 
half the territory of Mexico (Texas, 1835-45 and the Mexican War of 1846-48), prefiguring the latter’s 
future as a U.S. neocolony. 

The increasing conflicts of interest between the Southern plantation owners and burgeoning Northern 
capital culminated in the Civil War, the second American revolution, which ended with the destruction 
of the slavocracy. The Northern victory consolidated the American nation-state, created for the first 
time a strong central government and military apparatus and gave powerful impetus to the development 
of modern industrial capitalism. 


2. Having attained, with the aid of heavy capital flow from England, an industrial capitalist economy of 
the first rank, American imperialism moved toward world power status at the end of the 19th century 
by provoking a war with Spain in which it acquired colonies and semicolonies in the Caribbean and Far 
East, including Cuba, Puerto Rico, Guam and the Philippines. A generation later, the United States 
emerged from the First World War (1914-18) as the economically strongest country in the world. With 
the older imperialist powers, Britain and France, already significantly weakened, the massive 
devastation of Germany and Japan in World War II allowed a victorious American imperialism to attain 
a degree of dominance in the capitalist world surpassing even that attained by British imperialism in the 
mid-19th century. The new international monetary system was based on the dollar. And most of the 
countries of the Near East, Asia and Africa which gained political independence from the shattered 
European colonial empires fell under the sway of American neocolonialism, a form of imperialist 
subjugation first developed by Wall Street and Washington in Latin America during the 1920s and ’30s. 

Rather than direct physical/military occupation, the neocolonial countries were subjugated by their 
debts to the imperialist bankers, enforced if the imperialists deemed it necessary by direct bloody 
military intervention. Where possible, the U.S. attempted to rule through local reactionary puppets such 



as Batista (Cuba), Somoza (Nicaragua), the Pahlevi dynasty (Iran) and Suharto (Indonesia), to mention 
just a few. Financial aid, military aid, CIA support and staged military coups and/or direct intervention 
all served to bolster and maintain American imperial interests. 

From its murderous “pacification” of the Philippines following the victory in the Spanish-American 
War, to its intervention in Nicaragua to suppress the Sandino rebellion in the 1920s and ’30s, to the 
occupation of the Dominican Republic (1965), to Lebanon, Panama and Grenada, to its war on Iraq 
(1990-91), U.S. imperialism has left a grisly trail of carnage around the globe. The bloodiest and most 
prolonged of the direct military interventions have been in the post-World War II period, in Korea and 
Vietnam. Chunks of the former colonies had been ripped out of the sphere of capitalist exploitation, and 
could not simply be cowed by the imperialist bankers, at least while the USSR still existed. These were 
not simply colonial wars, but wars that posed for Marxists the Russian question squarely, in terms of 
military defense of the deformed workers states. 


3. In order to establish and maintain a global imperialist alliance against the Soviet Union, which had 
emerged victorious over Nazi Germany as the second-strongest state in the world, the U.S. ruling class 
helped revive West European capitalism and tempered its conflicts of interests with West European 
states and especially Japan. As Germany and Japan rebuilt their industrial economies, they began to cut 
into world markets and even the U.S. domestic market. At the same time, the U.S. industrial plant, 
largely built during and immediately following World War II, was becoming increasingly obsolete. The 
competitive position of American capitalism was further eroded in the 1960s by the inflationary 
pressures of the long, losing colonial war in Vietnam. 

On 15 August 1971 the dollar was effectively devalued, reintroducing conditions of international 
monetary anarchy into the world capitalist economy. Wage controls were imposed as the dollar was 
allowed to float against gold. The collapse of the so-called dollar-exchange standard along with other 
economic measures taken at this time (e.g., increased trade protectionism) signaled the end of 
American hegemony in the capitalist world, with the United States reduced to only the strongest of 
several competing imperialist states. 

Following its stinging defeat in Vietnam, American imperialism undertook a campaign to refurbish its 
“democratic” credentials under the guise of “human rights,” launching a renewed anti-Soviet offensive, 
“Cold War II,” under the Democratic Party administration of Jimmy Carter. This offensive was 
deepened and extended by Reagan and went hand in hand with a domestic agenda of social reaction 
centering on an assault on labor. The breaking of the 1981 PATCO air traffic controllers strike, 
facilitated by the treachery of the labor bureaucrats, opened up a concerted union-busting drive to 
enhance capitalist profitability, which succeeded in increasing the rate of exploitation of the American 
working class and improving the international competitiveness of U.S. capital. 


4. Capitalist counterrevolution in the former “Soviet bloc” has sharpened interimperialist economic 
rivalries, prefiguring military conflict. A new world war would raise the spectre of thermonuclear 



holocaust, posing anything from the partial destruction of human civilization to the extinction of higher 
mammalian life on the planet. Though a rational human being would not consciously embark on a 
course leading to nuclear world war, the system of imperialism is not rational, and neither are the men 
who rule over us in its interests. As Trotsky wrote in “War and the Fourth International”: “All 
governments fear war. But none of the governments has any freedom of choice. Without a proletarian 
revolution, a new world war is inevitable.” 

The American bourgeoisie amply demonstrated its ruthlessness in pursuing its appetites for world 
domination by its use of the only two atomic bombs it then had available against the civilian population 
of Japan in 1945. This racist atrocity was the opening shot of the first Cold War—a warning to the 
Soviet Union. Today, U.S. imperialism has a thermonuclear arsenal many thousands of times as 
powerful. Bourgeois pacifists who sow illusions in disarmament serve only to deflect the proletariat 
and radical youth from the need to defeat, disarm and expropriate the bourgeoisie. Leninists seek to 
utilize the military defeats and difficulties of our own ruling class to further our struggle for workers 
revolution, striving to implement the Bolshevik slogan: “Turn the imperialist war into a civil war!” Not 
one person, not one penny for U.S. imperialist militarism! 


5. Lenin explained in Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism (1916) that the pronounced 
importance of the export of capital is a characteristic of imperialism. The productive forces of 
capitalism long ago outgrew the confines of the nation-state while at the same time, the imperialist 
powers, representing their own national interests, engage in ruthless struggle among each other to 
redivide markets and spheres of influence, leading to war. The phenomena associated with the currently 
fashionable term “globalization” are a partial return to the norms of the pre-1914 imperialist era. Only 
in the early 1970s did the ratio of world trade to global production reach the level it had attained in 
1914 on the eve of the first great imperialist world war. 

We reject the neo-Kautskyan concept of “globalization”—the theory that transnational corporations 
have transcended imperialist nation-states. As Lenin noted: “‘inter-imperialist’ or ‘ultra-imperialist’ 
alliances, no matter what form they may assume, whether of one imperialist coalition against another, 
or of a general alliance embracing all of the imperialist powers, are inevitably nothing more than a 
‘truce’ in periods between wars” ( Imperialism ). In the mouths of centrists and revisionists, 
“globalization” is a program that despairs of class struggle and posits that modern capitalism has 
overcome its inherent tendency toward interimperialist war. 


6. The collapse of the Soviet Union as a countervailing power blocking U.S. ambitions intensified the 
U.S. imperialists’ appetites for unbridled political/military control of the “Third World,” signaled by the 
devastation of Iraq in the 1991 Persian Gulf War. The particularly predatory and aggressive character of 
U.S. imperialism is determined by America’s vast investment holdings worldwide. We unconditionally 
oppose all U.S. military intervention—and U.S. military bases—abroad, and defend the colonial, 
semicolonial and other smaller, less developed countries in the face of U.S./UN attack and embargo. 



During imperialist attacks on the Iraqi people, we declared, “Defeat U.S. imperialism! Defend Iraq!” 
Imperialist embargoes are acts of war, which substitute economic strangulation for outright military 
slaughter. Down with the starvation blockade of Iraq! 

Having used fratricidal nationalism as a battering ram to destroy the East European deformed workers 
states, the U.S./NATO imperialists, professing dismay at “ethnic cleansing” in the Balkans, launched 
the first major war in Europe (Spring 1999) since the last World War. We oppose all imperialist 
intervention in the Balkans and called for the defeat of U.S./NATO imperialism and for the military 
defense of Serbia against imperialist attack. At the same time, we gave not one iota of political support 
to the reactionary nationalist regime of Milosevic. Marxists oppose the poison of nationalism and fight 
for the class unity of the workers of Serbia, Croatia, Slovenia, Bosnia, Macedonia, Montenegro and 
Kosovo in overthrowing all the bloody nationalist regimes of the region. For a socialist federation of 
the Balkans! 


7. Revolutionaries in the U.S. have a particular responsibility to actively assist the working masses of 
Latin America in struggle against American imperialism. We oppose the North American Free Trade 
Agreement (NAFTA), a neocolonial regional economic bloc aimed at freezing out U.S. imperialism’s 
rivals in Europe and Japan, as a “free trade” rape of Mexico. While American capitalists hope to flood 
the world market with cheap goods produced by their superexploited Mexican wage slaves, the vast 
increase in the industrial proletariat in Mexico strengthens the very class that will dig capitalism’s 
grave. The U.S. seeks to generalize NAFTA-type relations to all of Latin America. As such schemes 
serve to integrate even more closely the economies of the U.S., Canada and Latin America, they 
underscore the need for proletarian class unity in struggle. In line with this, we denounce the 
chauvinist-protectionist basis for the American labor bureaucracy’s opposition to NAFTA. 


8. As proletarian revolutionary internationalists, we oppose all forms of national, colonial or 
semicolonial oppression. We are for the democratic right of all nations to self-determination, i.e., the 
right to independence. 

Standing in active solidarity with the oppressed colonial and neocolonial masses, Marxists give no 
political support to nationalist bourgeois and petty-bourgeois leaderships, but fight for the perspective 
of permanent revolution. The theory of permanent revolution holds that in the economically backward 
countries, the bourgeoisies are too weak, corrupt and dependent on imperialism, too fearful of the 
working class and peasant masses, to resolve the bourgeois-democratic tasks, such as national 
liberation. These can be accomplished only through the proletarian conquest of power, necessarily 
placing the socialist tasks on the immediate agenda, and the fight to extend workers rule to the 
advanced capitalist countries. 



9. We fight for the right of self-determination for Puerto Rico, the principal remaining colony of the 
U.S., and all other nations enslaved and subjugated by U.S. imperialism in the Spanish-American War 
and other conquests. We support the complete political freedom for advocates for independence to 
agitate and organize in favor of it. We demand freedom of all those who have been persecuted and 
jailed for fighting for Puerto Rican independence. 

As forthright opponents of all forms of U.S. imperialist colonial oppression, we would favor 
independence for Puerto Rico. At the same time, the sympathies of the population are a large factor for 
Marxists in determining how best to get the national question off the agenda and clear the road for 
revolutionary internationalist class struggle. In recent years, referendums in Puerto Rico have shown 
those in favor of independence to be in a minority, although referendums are not the main or only 
means of measuring the sympathies of the population; for example, the 1998 two-day general strike 
against privatization of the telephone company through sale to an American firm was a powerful 
demonstration of opposition to the island’s national subjugation. These events indicate that the people 
of Puerto Rico have deeply contradictory feelings: on the one hand, a very strong sense of nationhood; 
on the other, a fear of sinking to the level of poverty of their independent Caribbean neighbors. We 
oppose any imperialist-backed attempts to forcibly impose national independence on Puerto Rico. 

The axis of our fight on the mainland is for the right of self-determination for Puerto Rico, against 
national chauvinism and “English only” racism, against imperialist military and economic oppression, 
raising the demand that U.S. bases—which threaten not only the working people of Puerto Rico but 
proletarians throughout the region and especially in Cuba—get out of the Caribbean. Recruitment of 
Puerto Rican militants in the large diaspora on the U.S. mainland is part of our struggle to recruit the 
cadres to forge a Puerto Rican section of the ICL. The cutting edge of our program in Puerto Rico is 
against the petty-bourgeois left and bourgeois-nationalist forces who seek to derail proletarian struggle 
through false “unity” between the working class and the local bourgeoisie. The idea of a peaceful union 
of equal nations under imperialism is illusory; under capitalism, the division of nations into oppressing 
and oppressed is both fundamental and inevitable. Thus the struggle for genuine equality of nations 
poses the overthrow of the capitalist system in both the U.S. and Puerto Rico. 

The course of Puerto Rican independence is not preordained, whether through a revolutionary socialist 
upheaval in the U.S. or through the militant proletariat in Puerto Rico inspiring struggle on the 
mainland. Our call for a socialist federation(s) of the Caribbean projects our general conception for 
workers rule in the area; however, we do not know at this point how this will transpire in the concrete. 
In any case, a victorious workers revolution in the U.S. would immediately free Puerto Rico and all 
other nations subjugated by U.S. imperialism and establish relations with them on the basis of their 
freedom to exercise their national self-determination. 

A workers government in the U.S. would also return to Mexico certain contiguous regions, 
predominantly Spanish speaking, of the Southwest which were seized from Mexico. This 
internationalist gesture would powerfully undercut the anti-Yankee nationalism that the Latin American 
ruling classes use to tie the workers to them and would be of significant value in extending support to 
proletarian revolution throughout Latin America. 



10. As demonstrated in both World Wars I and II, the U.S. bourgeoisie has wielded the defense and 
promotion of “democracy” abroad as an ideological cover for its depredations and wars of conquest 
and plunder. Significant damage was done to this fiction by the Vietnam War, which produced a 
politically unacceptable rate of American military casualties. The resulting “Vietnam syndrome”— 
popular hostility to direct U.S. military intervention abroad—helped stay the bloody hand of U.S. 
imperialism for decades. For this, the world’s toiling masses, and not least workers and minorities in 
the U.S., owe a great debt to the heroic Vietnamese, who defeated U.S. imperialism on the battlefield. 
The continuing impact of this blow to arrogant U.S. imperialism is seen in the fact that the military 
draft has not yet been reinstated and the rulers have avoided using ground troops in situations likely to 
result in significant losses. 


11. American left liberals and much of the ostensibly revolutionary left supported or capitulated to 
“human rights” anti-Sovietism and the subsequent capitalist counterrevolution in the USSR. These 
milieus have now become outright champions of imperialist intervention in the semicolonial world, 
foreshadowed by their response to the onslaught against Iraq: the liberals called for an embargo under 
UN auspices, while those reformists who did not openly endorse such measures cloaked their 
“opposition” to the war in “yellow ribbon” social-patriotism. 

Particularly over the Balkans, Somalia, Haiti and Tibet, it has become the norm for liberals and much 
of the left to appeal for imperialist intervention—often taking the lead in such agitation—in the guise of 
promoting “human rights.” Indeed, in conjunction with the U.S. intervention in Somalia, American 
imperialist ideologues advanced notions of “a new colonialism” for the benefit of the dark-skinned 
masses of the Third World. The notion that the American ruling class—with or without its United 
Nations fig leaf—can be a purveyor of “human rights” and “democracy” abroad is a grotesque and 
highly selective fraud. 


12. Structural bonapartism (the “imperial presidency”) is built into American democracy. One aspect is 
the U.S. quadrennial electoral system, which provides a great deal of stability for capitalist rule, unlike 
a parliamentary system where a ruling regime can be suddenly removed by a vote of no confidence. 
America’s emergence as a world power created the need for a strong presidency, particularly when it is 
deemed necessary to launch a war or invasion without the bother of Congressional approval as 
mandated in the Constitution. Against the illusions promoted by all manner of opportunists that this 
“democratic” government can be pressured into acting in the interests of workers and the oppressed, we 
uphold the Marxist understanding elaborated in the SWP’s founding “Declaration of Principles” 
(1938): 

“The belief that in such a country as the United States we live in a free, democratic society, 
in which fundamental economic change can be effected by persuasion, by education, by 
legal and purely parliamentary methods, is an illusion. In the United States, as in all 



capitalist nations, we live, in actuality, under a capitalist dictatorship; and the possibilities 
for purely legal and constitutional change are therefore limited to those which fall within 
the framework of capitalist property and social relations.... 

“Since the capitalist state is the political instrument of capitalist dictatorship, and since the 
workers can carry out socialization only through the conquest and maintenance of political 
power, the workers must, as the necessary political phase of the change of ownership and 
control of the productive mechanism, take control of state power through the overthrow of 
the capitalist state and the transfer of sovereignty from it to their own workers’ state—the 
dictatorship of the proletariat.” 


IV. American Capitalism, the Working Class and the Black 
Question 

1. The strategic tasks of the revolutionary vanguard in the United States are conditioned both by the 
development of the American capitalist state and by the particular features of the U.S. proletariat. 
Despite a history of bitter and convulsive struggles, the American proletariat as a whole has historically 
lacked even a rudimentary level of class consciousness. 


2. The rapid industrialization in the North following the Civil War created a growing working class 
whose raw combativity was exemplified by the Great Rail Strike of 1877. Labor struggles in the late 
19th century U.S. were among the most hard-fought and bloody in the Western world, often marked by 
pitched battles against the police and the bosses’ private armed forces, and occasionally the military 
forces of the bourgeois state. 

However, the development of a strong, politically conscious workers movement, such as emerged 
throughout Europe during this period, was impeded by racial, ethnic and religious divisions. Until the 
substantial entry of blacks into industry during World War I, anti-immigrant and anti-Catholic bigotry 
were the chief weapons of the capitalist rulers in dividing and holding back the working class. On the 
West Coast, virulent racism against Chinese and Japanese workers served the same purpose. In the 
1890s, Friedrich Engels observed in a letter to a colleague in the U.S.: “Your bourgeoisie knows much 
better even than the Austrian Government how to play off one nationality against the other: Jews, 
Italians, Bohemians, etc., against Germans and Irish, and each one against the other, so that differences 
in workers’ standards of living exist, I believe, in New York to an extent unheard of elsewhere.” 

Ethnic antagonisms between native and immigrant workers also helped frustrate the development of a 
significant socialist movement. The early American proponents of proletarian socialism were largely 
European immigrants who remained divorced from American society; as late as 1917, 40 percent of the 
Socialist Party membership was organized in foreign-language federations, many of which went on to 
become founding elements of the American Communist movement. Some prominent leaders of the 
early Socialist Party were open racists, while much of the base were small farmers and other middle- 
class elements embracing a vague form of populism. The notable exception to such an outlook within 



the workers movement was the syndicalist Industrial Workers of the World, which fought for integrated 
labor struggle and opposed anti-Chinese racism, leading bitter struggles by largely immigrant workers 
in the Northeast and itinerant workers in the West. However, the IWW remained remote from the main 
sectors of the industrial proletariat. 


3. In the early 19th century, the defenders of black chattel slavery elaborated and propagated a white- 
supremacist ideology which contaminated not only lower-class whites in the South but also the 
emerging proletariat in the North. The Democratic Party, then dominated by the Southern slavocracy, 
gained support among the Irish Catholic immigrants who made up the bulk of unskilled urban workers 
in the North before the Civil War by combining a posture of hostility toward the Yankee ruling elite 
with racist demagogy that the abolition of slavery would result in black freedmen taking their jobs and 
driving down wages. 

Despite pervasive racist attitudes among all social classes in the North, the compelling historic interests 
of Northern capital, expressed in the founding of the Republican Party as explicitly anti-slavery, led to 
a war against the Southern slavocracy. The abolitionist movement, which rejected the prevailing 
racism, grew from the radical “fringe” of the larger anti-slavery movement, in which blacks such as 
Frederick Douglass and Harriet Tubman played an important role, to become a powerful force. The 
Civil War was the last great bourgeois-democratic revolution. The imperatives of the war, especially the 
recruitment of blacks into the Union Army, resulted in the abolition of black chattel slavery and the 
consequent destruction of the old Southern plantation agricultural system. There followed a turbulent 
decade of interracial bourgeois democracy in the South carried out by the freedmen and their white 
allies, and protected by federal troops, many of them black. This period, known as Radical 
Reconstruction, was the most egalitarian experiment in U.S. history. 


4. While many freedmen desired to have the former plantations redistributed to those who tilled them, 
the American bourgeoisie was not interested in a thoroughgoing social reconstruction of the South. 
Northern capitalists looked at the devastated South and saw an opportunity not for building a radical 
democracy but for exploiting Southern resources, and the freedmen, profitably. The Compromise of 
1877 sealed this betrayal of black freedom and with the withdrawal of the Union Army from the South, 
a new system of racist exploitation was established through the systematic repression of the freedmen’s 
fight for land, education and civil rights. The former slaves became tenants and sharecroppers toiling 
on land owned by the white propertied class, consisting of elements of the old slavocracy and a new 
Southern bourgeoisie with strong ties to Northern capital. Correspondingly, a rigid system of legally 
enforced racial segregation called Jim Crow was imposed and maintained by Ku Klux Klan terror and 
police-state suppression of blacks and anti-racist whites. Blacks were effectively completely 
disenfranchised through discriminatory laws backed up by racist terror. In 1896 the Supreme Court 
codified “separate but equal” segregation as the law of the land in Plessy v. Ferguson. The Jim Crow 
system, which was law in the South but whose white-supremacist and segregationist spirit infected the 



whole country, dovetailed with the onset of capitalist imperialism in the U.S. and served abroad as a 
valuable weapon to fortify colonial oppression and exploitation. 


5. The centrality of the fight for black freedom to proletarian revolution in the United States was first 
brought to the American labor movement by the Communist International of Lenin and Trotsky. 
Declaring war on the pro-imperialist social-chauvinism of the Second International, the Comintern 
proclaimed itself “not only the organization of the enslaved white workers of Europe and America, but 
also the organization of the oppressed coloured peoples of the world.” The Comintern recognized that 
“the history of the Negroes in America qualifies them to play an important part in the liberation 
struggle of the entire African race” (“Theses of the Fourth Comintern Congress on the Negro Question” 
[1922]). Thus, the struggles of American blacks against racial oppression resonate among black 
workers in Africa and Latin America. Similarly, the struggle against imperialism and racism in Africa 
resonates among American blacks as well. 

Within the early American socialist movement, the aim of black equality was treated with, at best, 
benign indifference (Eugene V. Debs), ranging to outright white-supremacist hostility (Victor Berger). 
As James P. Cannon noted in “The Russian Revolution and the American Negro Movement” (The First 
Ten Years of American Communism [1962]): 

“The influence of Lenin and the Russian Revolution, even debased and distorted as it later 
was by Stalin, and then filtered through the activities of the Communist Party in the United 
States, contributed more than any other influence from any source to the recognition, and 
more or less general acceptance, of the Negro question as a special problem of American 
society—a problem which cannot be simply subsumed under the general heading of the 
conflict between capital and labor, as it was in the pre-communist radical movement.... 

“Everything new on the Negro question came from Moscow—after the Russian Revolution 
began to thunder its demand throughout the world for freedom and equality for all national 
minorities, all subject peoples and all races—for all the despised and rejected of the earth.” 

As it did on all questions, the Stalinization of the Comintern led to disorientation and betrayal on the 
black question. With the application of the false Menshevik dogma of “two-stage revolution” to the so- 
called “black belt” in the American South, the Sixth Congress of the Comintern (1928) promulgated the 
slogan of “self-determination” for the (nonexistent) “Negro nation.” Despite this, in practice the 
Communist Party militantly championed the fight for black rights until the Comintern’s passage to 
reformism in the mid-1930s, under the banner of the class-collaborationist “people’s front,” led to its 
subordination to the Democratic Party of Franklin D. Roosevelt. During World War II, in line with its 
support to the imperialist war effort, the CP explicitly opposed struggles for black equality. 


6. The struggle for black freedom could not be contained, and indeed was powerfully driven by 
imperialist war and economic expansion of American capitalism. The industrial needs of both World 
Wars I and II, and the murderous lynching they faced in the Jim Crow South, led to mass emigration of 



blacks out of the South and into Northern and Western industrial centers, transforming former rural 
sharecroppers into proletarians in modern mass production industries. Following the strikes in the 
f930s that formed the CIO, black workers were integrated into powerful industrial unions. Similarly, 
the urbanization and industrialization of the American South during and after World War II created 
large concentrations of black proletarians. By 1960, over 95 percent of Northern blacks lived in cities. 
In the South some 42 percent of the black population lived in urban centers, a marked change from 
1890 when over 85 percent of blacks lived in rural areas. 

The creation of a Southern black proletariat fundamentally eroded the Jim Crow system of segregation 
—a system based on police/Klan terror aimed at atomized rural sharecroppers. The industrialization of 
the South also proletarianized poor agrarian and middle-class whites, creating a clear identity of 
interest between white and black exploited industrial workers and establishing conditions for 
emergence of the class struggle and the struggle for black freedom. By the mid-1950s black anger at 
Jim Crow segregation gave birth to the civil rights movement—a movement whose core activists were, 
at the beginning, black proletarians, many of whom had been drafted into the U.S. military and served 
in World War II. Others had served in the Korean War, during which the U.S. military finally 
eliminated segregation of black troops, who previously had been overwhelmingly confined to non¬ 
combat units. 


7. From its onset, the civil rights movement was dominated by a black middle-class leadership allied to 
Democratic Party liberalism. The aim of this liberal-pacifist leadership (e.g., Martin Luther King Jr.) 
was to pressure the Democratic Party administrations of John F. Kennedy and Lyndon Johnson to grant 
formal, legal equality to blacks in the South. Walter Reuther’s United Auto Workers Union and A. 
Philip Randolph’s Brotherhood of Sleeping Car Porters, assisted by elements of the decomposing 
American Social Democracy like Bayard Rustin and Michael Harrington, as well as by the Communist 
Party, worked to keep the civil rights movement within the confines of bourgeois reformism and the 
Democratic Party. Reliance on the federal government was the only alternative the liberals and 
reformists could offer to the segregationist cry of “states’ rights” which since the time of the slavocracy 
has served as the banner for social reaction and white supremacy. 

The bourgeoisie eventually acquiesced to the demand for legal equality in the South, both because Jim 
Crow segregation had grown anachronistic and because it was an embarrassment overseas as American 
imperialism sought to posture as the champion of “democracy” in the Cold War, particularly in 
competition with the Soviet Union in the Third World. 

At its base and in its early years, the mass of black and white activists who were the foot soldiers of the 
civil rights movement wrote a heroic chapter in the fight for black equality in racist America. Jim Crow 
did not die easily. The protesting black masses faced vicious police repression and a bloody campaign 
of Klan terror. Federal troops were dispatched to Little Rock, Arkansas ostensibly to defend school 
integration, but in reality to suppress a potential mass black movement against segregation that could 
challenge the racist status quo. The issue was posed pointblank—reliance on the capitalist state or 
independent proletarian-centered struggle by the black masses. 



8. Our perspective, based on the pioneering work of Richard Fraser in the Socialist Workers Party, 
notably his 1955 document “For the Materialist Conception of the Negro Struggle,” is revolutionary 
integration. Counterposed to liberal integrationism—the false view that blacks can achieve social 
equality within the confines of racist American capitalism—revolutionary integrationism is premised 
on the understanding that black freedom requires smashing the capitalist system and constructing an 
egalitarian socialist society. As we elaborated in “Black and Red,” adopted at the founding conference 
of the Spartacist League/U.S. in 1966: 

“The vast majority of black people—both North and South—are today workers who, along 
with the rest of the American working class, must sell their labor power in order to secure 
the necessities of life from those who buy labor power in order to make profit.... Ultimately 
their road to freedom lies only through struggle with the rest of the working class to abolish 
capitalism and establish in its place an egalitarian, socialist society. 

“Yet the struggle of the black people of this country for freedom, while part of the struggle 
of the working class as a whole, is more than that struggle. The Negro people are an 
oppressed race-color caste, in the main comprising the most exploited layer of the 
American working class.... Because of their position as both the most oppressed and also 
the most conscious and experienced section, revolutionary black workers are slated to play 
an exceptional role in the coming American revolution.” 

The black question is the strategic question of the American revolution: 

“Any organization which claims a revolutionary perspective for the United States must 
confront the special oppression of black people—the forced segregation of blacks at the 
bottom of capitalist society and the poisonous racism which divides the working class and 
cripples its struggles. There will be no social revolution in this country without the united 
struggle of black and white workers led by their multiracial vanguard party. Moreover, 
there is no other road to eliminating the special oppression of black people than the 
victorious conquest of power by the U.S. proletariat.” 

— Preface, Marxist Bulletin No. 5 (Revised), “What Strategy for Black Liberation? 
Trotskyism vs. Black Nationalism” (September 1978) 


9. When the civil rights movement swept out of the South into the North, the bankruptcy of the 
reformist perspective of its liberal leaders was quickly revealed. The entry of the black masses of the 
Northern ghettos into the struggle for a fundamental change in their conditions of life—for real 
equality, for jobs, decent housing and adequate schools—collided head-on with the realities of 
American capitalism. As we stated at the time: 


“The contracting market for labor and the ever-increasing squeeze on the rate of profit— 
that motor force of a capitalist economy—make reforms on the scale necessary to meet the 



needs of the Negro masses impossible, while in fact the economic aspects of continued 
racial discrimination in this country act as an internal prop to the rate of profit. Thus the 
Negro struggle as it develops a mass character poses a threat to the capitalist system itself 
and to all those deriving special benefits from it.” 

— “Negro Struggle in the North,” Spartacist No. 2, July-August f 964 


The bourgeoisie, willing to permit the gradual abolition of legal segregation and provide avenues for 
the upward social mobility of a small layer of blacks, at the same time unleashed a campaign of “white 
backlash” (racist defense of white supremacy) and police terror aimed at suppressing the struggle for 
black freedom. Vicious police repression and cop riots in major U.S. cities resulted in the spontaneous 
eruption of ghetto rebellions across the country and was reflected in widespread disaffection among 
black soldiers in the U.S. military. 

The collision with the realities of capitalism led to a fracturing of the civil rights movement and the 
emergence of a more militant wing. Rejecting the legalism of the liberal civil rights movement leaders, 
these young black militants counterposed a strategy of an ill-defined “black power” militancy and civil 
disobedience. This polarization was powerfully reinforced by U.S. imperialism’s Democratic Party-led 
prosecution of a bloody counterrevolutionary war in Vietnam. Yet, while critical of the pro-Democratic 
Party pressure politics of the civil rights movement leaders, the young “black power” militants had no 
counterposed political strategy or program. 


10. The intervention of proletarian revolutionists armed with a program of revolutionary integrationism 
could have been crucial to winning these civil rights movement militants to a revolutionary Marxist 
perspective and party. This was a central component of the RT’s fight against the rightward-moving 
leadership of the SWP which abstained from intervention in the civil rights movement in 
accommodation first to the liberal-pacifist leadership of the civil rights movement and later to black 
nationalism. This accommodation was prefigured by the SWP’s call for federal troops to be sent to 
Mississippi in 1955 as well as their support for federal troops to Little Rock in 1957. 

By 1963, the SWP majority had explicitly renounced the fight for communist leadership of the black 
struggle, relegating itself to the role of a “socialist” vanguard of the white working class. Against this, 
the Revolutionary Tendency argued in its document “The Negro Struggle and the Crisis of Leadership” 
(August 1963): 

“The rising upsurge and militancy of the black revolt and the contradictory and confused, 
groping nature of what is now the left wing in the movement provide the revolutionary 
vanguard with fertile soil and many opportunities to plant the seeds of revolutionary 
socialism.... We must consider non-intervention in the crisis of leadership a crime of the 
worst sort.” 



11. The newly won voting rights of blacks in the South, disenfranchised since the end of Radical 
Reconstruction, posed pointblank the question of an independent black/proletarian political axis. In our 
intervention into the civil rights movement, the Spartacist League raised the call for a South-wide 
Freedom Labor Party as an expression of working-class political independence and the need to 
mobilize the labor movement to fight for black emancipation. This was linked to a series of other 
transitional demands aimed at uniting black and white workers in struggle against the capitalist class 
enemy, like organizing the unorganized and a sliding scale of wages and hours to combat inflation and 
unemployment. We called for armed self-defense against racist terror and for a workers united front 
against government intervention, both in the labor movement and in the use of federal troops to 
suppress black plebeian struggles. This program is no less urgent today. 

In light of the failure of labor to mobilize its social power in support of the civil rights movement, black 
militants who lacked a class perspective for fighting de facto segregation in the North in housing, 
education and jobs, gave up on the idea of a racially egalitarian society and acquiesced to segregation 
and racism as an unchangeable norm. Thus emerged a black nationalist tendency which called for 
“community control” of the ghettos, making a virtue of the segregation which was seen as 
unchangeable, and appealing for more black Democratic Party politicians, cops, judges and 
administrators. As seen in the 1968 New York City teachers strike, and other teachers strikes since, the 
call for community control of the schools also had a specifically anti-labor thrust, aimed at breaking the 
power of the teachers unions, which is why it has often been embraced by municipal and state 
governments. 


12. Black nationalism is a petty-bourgeois ideology unable to generate a program for struggle and 
based on fiction rather than material fact. Black people in the United States do not constitute a nation— 
i.e., there is no material basis for a separate political economy. As a result, the embrace of nationalist— 
or, more precisely, pseudo-nationalist—sentiments by any considerable section of the black masses or 
black political activists has generally represented a transitory mood. 

At bottom black nationalism is an expression of hopelessness stemming from defeat, reflecting despair 
over prospects for integrated class struggle and labor taking up the fight for black rights. The chief 
responsibility for this lies on the shoulders of the pro-capitalist labor bureaucracy, which has time and 
again refused to mobilize the social power of the multiracial working class in struggle against racist 
discrimination and terror. 

The only genuinely mass-based nationalist movement, Marcus Garvey’s “Back to Africa” movement in 
the 1920s, was conditioned by the betrayal of Reconstruction and arose in immediate response to the 
defeat of efforts to organize newly hired black workers in the North into integrated unions and to the 
race riots of 1919 and the growth of the Ku Klux Klan. In the 1960s, the most radical expression of the 
black nationalist sentiment which arose in response to the failure of the civil rights movement was the 
Black Panther Party, which defined itself as “revolutionary nationalist” and struggled, in a 
contradictory way, to remain independent of the bourgeois establishment. 



13. The Panthers arose as part of the New Left radicalization of the 1960s. New Leftism grew out of an 
intersection of the earlier civil rights activism, which fractured the complacent conservative mood of 
the 1950s, with opposition to the Vietnam War. The heroic Vietnamese defiance of the mightiest 
imperialist power on earth inspired a worldwide radicalization of youth. In the U.S. young idealists, 
mainly students, began opposing the Democratic Party of escalating war crimes and increasingly 
transparent lies. 

In an attempt to diffuse social struggle and quell the ghetto explosions, the Democratic Party 
administration of Lyndon Johnson began pouring money into the ghettos under its “War on Poverty” 
programs. These funds became the source of corruption for servile self-appointed black leaders who 
were derided by the Panthers as “poverty pimps” and “porkchop nationalists.” The Panthers sought to 
challenge the racist status quo but, sharing the predominant anti-working-class outlook of the New 
Left, they looked to the lumpenproletariat, which they viewed as the future “shock troops” of the 
revolution. 

The ferocious repression to which the Panthers were subjected by the bourgeois state, notably the FBI’s 
murderous COINTELPRO (“Counter-Intelligence Program”) operation, was a measure of the lengths 
to which this racist bourgeoisie will go to stamp out any perceived challenge by black radicals to the 
established capitalist order, i.e., any manifestation of the combination of black and red. With many of 
their members shot and dozens killed by the cops, and hundreds rounded up and jailed, the Panthers 
were overwhelmed by the fight for their legal defense. Isolated, with repression bearing down on them, 
the Panthers sought allies against repression in the class-collaborationist left, primarily the Communist 
Party, and embarked on the road back to ethnic Democratic Party machine politics. This prompted a 
split by a wing which claimed to remain faithful to a perspective of “urban guerrilla warfare.” 

Through the combination of murderous repression and efforts to co-opt a layer of black activists, the 
ruling class was able to stabilize society. Today, the core of the black wing of the Democratic Party— 
based on middle class blacks who were the main beneficiaries of the civil rights movement—derives 
from this period. These former black radicals now serve to tie the mass of black workers and poor to 
the capitalist system of exploitation, impoverishment and racial oppression through the agency of the 
Democratic Party. 

At the same time, the Democratic Party’s “New Deal” coalition, forged under Roosevelt’s 
administration in the 1930s, and extending from black union organizers in the North to white Southern 
sheriffs, was exploded by the mass struggles for black equality. In 1964, Republican presidential 
candidate Barry Goldwater—who voted against the Civil Rights Act—authored the Republican Party’s 
“Southern Strategy,” persuading racist Southern Democrats, the Dixiecrats, to defect. For the past 35 
years, every presidential election has centered on race, with the Democrats desperately working to 
reverse the perception that they were beholden to “special interests” like blacks and labor. This was 
exemplified by Southern Democratic president Jimmy Carter, who made overt racist appeals to “ethnic 
purity,” and by the 1992 electoral campaign of Bill Clinton which was premised on winning the white 
Southern vote. 



14. Mainstream black nationalists uphold the myth of “black capitalism.” The idea that a significant 
black bourgeoisie could be consolidated in racist America is a reactionary utopia. In practice, it is an 
accommodation to the racist status quo—an aspiration to become capitalist exploiters of “their” people, 
claiming the ghetto as their exclusive market. The social base for such an outlook, which is thoroughly 
hostile to the needs and aspirations of black workers and the ghetto poor, is the black petty bourgeoisie. 
This layer, which continues to endure the daily humiliations of racism, has seen the openings they were 
afforded (e.g., affirmative action and administering inner-city “poverty” programs) slam shut, 
especially for their children. Consequently, many of the so-called “talented tenth” who benefited from 
the civil rights movement are now turning in despair from the goal of integration. 

This was reflected in the popularity of Louis Farrakhan’s 1995 Million Man March for “atonement,” 
which forgave the oppressors and exploiters for their enormous crimes against black people, working 
people and the poor, while blaming the oppressed for their oppression. The march pushed black 
capitalism and combined the politics of petty-bourgeois black nationalist despair with heavy doses of 
anti-Semitic, anti-immigrant, male-chauvinist demagoguery. The Spartacist League warned from the 
beginning that Farrakhan was bad news for black people, and our uncompromising opposition to the 
Million Man March, which was supported by many of the most reactionary bourgeois politicians, set us 
apart from most of the ostensible left, which fawned over Farrakhan. 


15. The deindustrialization of the Northeast and Midwest beginning in the 1970s has been especially 
devastating for blacks, since unionized industrial jobs were central to the fragile economic base of the 
segregated black communities. This has been exacerbated by budget cuts at all levels of government 
and the slashing of social welfare programs, hitting particularly hard at the large sector of black 
workers employed in public services and all but eliminating the slim lifeline formerly available to the 
unemployed ghetto masses. 

The loss of unionized industrial jobs has been accompanied not only by a massive increase in 
homelessness and disease in the inner cities but also by skyrocketing incarceration of young black (and 
Flispanic) men carried out largely through the “war on drugs.” This war on the ghetto masses is part of 
an all-sided intensification of state repression, capped by the speedup on death row (“legal lynching”) 
and by “extralegal” street executions in the ghettos and barrios by marauding cops. When Congress 
passed the first “workfare” measure in 1988, signaling a wholesale onslaught on social welfare 
programs benefiting minorities and the poor, we noted that such policies amounted to what we called 
“Genocide U.S.A.” This lends added urgency to our 1967 assertion in “Black and Red”: 

“For Negroes the fight for full employment at decent wages is not just the key to better 
housing, schools, etc., but a fundamental and necessary defense. If black people are forced 
out of any economic role and become lumpenized as a group they will be in a position to be 
used as a scapegoat and could be totally wiped out during a future social crisis—just as the 
Jews in Germany were—without affecting the economy. The fight must be fought now to 
maintain Negroes as part of the working class.” 



16. As Karl Marx wrote at the time of the Civil War, “Labor in white skin cannot emancipate itself 
where the black skin is branded” (Letter to Francois Lafargue, 12 November 1866, On America and the 
Civil War, Vol. 2, Saul K. Padover, ed.). In racist America, class exploitation has always been wrapped 
in the envelope of raw racism. Today, the desperate conditions of life—rotten schools and rotting 
housing, no health care, low-wage jobs—that were visited first on blacks and immigrant workers are 
increasingly a reality for the working class as a whole. 

As long as workers are pitted against each other in competition for a limited pool of jobs, the necessary 
consequence will be a divided and weakened labor movement. We seek to unite employed and 
unemployed—black and white—workers in common struggle around common demands. We call for 
union hiring halls, with special union-run programs aimed at reaching out to and training minorities, 
linked to the fight for jobs for all, demanding that the available work be divided at no loss in pay 
among all those capable of working. Against “workfare” schemes which undermine municipal unions 
by drafting the ghetto and barrio poor to work as slave labor in formerly unionized jobs, we demand 
equal pay for equal work—union wages with full union protection. We demand a massive program of 
public works at union wages—for quality, integrated housing and schools, for free quality health care 
for all, for the reconstruction of deteriorating urban infrastructure and social services. 

There will be no effective resistance to the immiseration of American working people without the unity 
in struggle between the trade unions and the black and Hispanic poor. Despite the destruction of 
industrial jobs and erosion of union strength, black workers, who have a significantly higher rate of 
trade-union membership than do white workers, continue to be integrated into strategic sectors of the 
industrial proletariat, which alone has the power to shatter this racist, capitalist system. Won to a 
revolutionary program, black workers will be the living link fusing the anger of the dispossessed ghetto 
masses with the social power of the multiracial proletariat under the leadership of a Leninist vanguard 
party. 

We seek to mobilize the labor movement to defeat attacks on social welfare programs and the racist 
rollback of affirmative action measures. However, our program is not the defense of the miserable 
status quo. At best, welfare relegates the least skilled section of the unemployed to impoverishment and 
exclusion from social production. Nor is affirmative action the solution to pervasive discrimination in 
employment and education; the imposition of quotas in particular is ultimately reactionary, far more 
likely to be used to restrict than advance minority admissions in higher education. We fight for open 
admissions and free higher education for all. We specifically oppose affirmative action or preferential 
hiring schemes in employment when they involve attacks on union seniority schemes and/or the 
intervention of the employers or the capitalist state agencies in the trade unions. 

We fight for free, quality, integrated education at all levels. In the mid-1970s we fought to defend 
busing programs which, however inadequate, were a step against racist segregation. Raising the call, 
“Implement the Busing Plan! Extend Busing into the Suburbs! Integrated Quality Education for All!” 



the Spartacist League agitated for the key integrated unions to organize labor/black defense of black 
schoolchildren who were being terrorized by racist mobs in the streets of Boston in 1974. 


17. With its mass poverty, nationalism and racism, capitalism continually breeds the KKK/Nazi vermin 
who increase in times of economic despair and are emboldened by the capitulations of the labor 
bureaucracy in the face of capitalist attacks on workers and minorities. The fascists are the shock troops 
of capitalist reaction, held in reserve by the bourgeoisie as its last line of defense against a working- 
class challenge to its class rule. Crushing the fascists now, when they are still small, is a life-and-death 
question for labor, blacks and other minorities. 

Through the tactic of the united front—unity in struggle combined with full freedom of propaganda— 
we fight for the perspective of labor/black mobilizations, centered on the social power of the trade 
unions, to stop KKK/Nazi terror, a perspective we have successfully implemented and which has been 
key in keeping the Klan out of the major urban areas in the past period. 

On 27 November 1982, when the KKK announced it would march in Washington, D.C. for the first 
time since 1925 in a provocation targeting immigrants, and with fake leftists half-heartedly organizing 
a diversionary rally miles from the starting point of the Klan’s announced parade route, the party along 
with black unionists particularly from the longshore union brought out 5,000 demonstrators who sent 
the Klan running back into their holes. In New York on 23 October 1999, to stop a KKK race-terror 
rally outside a Manhattan courthouse, the Partisan Defense Committee mobilized some 8,000 
demonstrators, largely trade unionists, black and Hispanic, who drove the Klan nightriders off the 
streets of New York. The demonstration took place in the face of a concerted collaboration between the 
city government, the Democratic Party, including especially black hustler A1 Sharpton and NYCLU 
head Norman Siegel, to block the anti-Klan protest and let the KKK rally take place. These efforts to 
block our mobilization failed miserably. What was seen on the streets of New York City that day was a 
graphic example of the power of the multiracial proletariat when it is organized independently of the 
capitalist rulers for its own class interests. 

Our labor/black mobilizations have succeeded in making a small sector of the working class conscious 
of its potential social power and the necessity of mobilizing in its own defense and in defense of blacks 
and other oppressed sectors of this society as well as demonstrating the class nature and the role of the 
capitalist state. Under revolutionary leadership, such mobilizations can provide a bridge between the 
felt need for self-defense and the historic need to end the threat of fascism by sweeping away the 
capitalist system. We vigorously oppose calls on the capitalist state to pass laws against “extremists” 
(e.g., demands to “ban the Klan”). Such laws are overwhelmingly used to outlaw opponents of fascist 
terror. 

We stand for labor-centered mobilizations to protest particular police atrocities. Key to this perspective 
is to combat illusions fostered by liberals and reformists that police brutality can be stopped or 
ameliorated through reformist/nationalist schemes like “community control,” civilian review boards or 
more minority cops. Such mechanisms aim to “clean up” the cops’ image and ultimately render the 



apparatus of state repression more effective. The police are the armed thugs of capitalism; they must be 
swept away through a proletarian revolution which smashes the entire repressive apparatus of the 
capitalist state. 


18. In our active fight to smash the color bar in this virulently racist society, communists stand in the 
forefront of the struggle for elementary democratic rights. We honor such militant fighters for black 
freedom and the right of armed self-defense as Robert F. Williams, Conrad Lynn and Malcolm X. 
However, we reject the sectoralist or “multivanguardist” notion that each layer of the oppressed must 
organize separately—and independently of the working class—around its own distinct interests, which 
accepts the capitalists’ attempts to pit one oppressed group against another for an ever-shrinking piece 
of the pie. We uphold the Leninist principle of a centralized vanguard party as a tribune of the people, 
the embodiment of the proletarian program which fights on behalf of all the oppressed. 

At the same time, we recognize that the special oppression of black people by both race and class 
mandates the need for special modes and forms of struggle. We seek to build transitional organizations 
of specially oppressed strata expressing both their special needs and their relationship to the broader 
struggle for proletarian power. Examples of transitional organizations for black struggle are to be found 
in the Labor Black Leagues associated with Spartacist League locals in New York, Chicago and the 
Bay Area. The Chicago LBL was founded on the basis of a successful campaign to defend a black 
woman transit worker victimized by the police. In 1993, the LBLs initiated the call for nationwide 
protests against racist discrimination at the Denny’s restaurant chain. 

Neither a substitute for nor an opponent of the vanguard party, the LBLs are linked to the party both 
programmatically and through their most conscious cadres. Thus the program of the Labor Black 
Leagues states: “For a revolutionary workers party that champions the cause of all the oppressed! 
Finish the Civil War! Those who labor must rule!” 

V. For a Workers Party That Fights For a Workers 
Government! 

1. As Lenin explained in What Is To Be Done? (1902): “The history of all countries shows that the 
working class, exclusively by its own effort, is able to develop only trade-union consciousness,” a 
species of bourgeois consciousness which accepts the framework of capitalism and limits the struggles 
of the proletariat to questions of wages and working conditions and which reflects the social and 
political prejudices of the more backward layers of the working class. Socialist consciousness can only 
be brought to the working class from without, through the all-sided intervention of a democratic- 
centralist Leninist combat party, a fusion of intellectual and proletarian elements, which aims to imbue 
the working class with a Marxist understanding of its historic revolutionary mission of abolishing the 
rule of capitalism. Writing in 1899 (“Our Immediate Task”), Lenin explained: 

“The struggle of the workers becomes a class struggle only when all the foremost 

representatives of the entire working class of the whole country are conscious of 



themselves as a single working class and launch a struggle that is directed, not against 
individual employers, but against the entire class of capitalists and against the government 
that supports that class. Only when the individual worker realizes that he is a member of the 
entire working class, only when he recognizes the fact that his petty day-to-day struggle 
against individual employers and individual government officials is a struggle against the 
entire bourgeoisie and the entire government, does his struggle become a class struggle.... It 
is the task of the Social-Democrats, by organizing the workers, by conducting propaganda 
and agitation among them, to turn their spontaneous struggle against their oppressors into 
the struggle of the whole class, into the struggle of a definite political party for definite 
political and socialist ideals.” 

We stand on the Transitional Program, which seeks to link the daily struggles of the masses against the 
capitalists to the program for proletarian revolution through a system of transitional demands 
“stemming from today’s conditions and from today’s consciousness of wide layers of the working class 
and unalterably leading to one final conclusion: the conquest of power by the proletariat.” 


2. The only proletarian organizations thrown up by the class struggle in the U.S. have been the trade 
unions. The unions are currently dominated by the consciously pro-capitalist AFL-CIO bureaucracy, an 
imperialist-bribed labor aristocratic layer that looks at social reality through the same lens as the 
capitalist class, accepting and reinforcing the racial division that lies at the heart of American society. 
In the U.S., black rights and union rights march forward together or fall back separately. The unions 
present us with a dual aspect: on the one hand they are organizations of the working class, embracing 
millions of workers, whose destruction by the capitalists would constitute a decisive step back, but at 
the same time their leaderships—conservative, narrow and self-interested—impede the workers from 
resisting the attacks of capital and reaction. 

Lenin explained in Imperialism that the underlying basis for labor reformism in imperialist countries is 
crumbs from the spoils of empire. In this bastion of the world imperialist order, the pro-capitalist labor 
bureaucracy is particularly tightly wedded to the aims and ideology of the racist American imperialist 
state. 

The trade-union bureaucracy is the chief obstacle to class struggle in the U.S. Through the instrument 
of the Democratic Party, they chain the workers to the capitalists and their state. In times of sharp class 
struggle or imperialist war, the labor bureaucrats become the open political police of the bourgeoisie in 
the labor movement. It is the task of the revolutionary party to educate the workers so that they can 
politically oust these misleaders and set the unions on the path of class struggle against the capitalists 
and their system. 


3. Although the pioneer American trade-union organization, the Knights of Labor, was organized on 
industrial lines, it was superseded by the explicitly craft-based American Federation of Labor. Racial 
and ethnic divisions in the working class were furthered by the AFL bureaucracy who epitomized what 
Daniel De Leon described as “labor lieutenants of the capitalist class.” Into the early years of the 20th 



century, unions accounted for at most 5 percent of the total labor force and were largely limited to 
native, white, skilled workers organized on a craft-union basis. 

Significant gains made by labor during and immediately after the First World War were rolled back 
during the 1920s. Economic expansion coincided with political reaction, ushered in by an outbreak of 
bloody race riots in Northern cities against blacks who had migrated from the South and by a 
government witchhunt (the Palmer Raids) against radicals and immigrants launched in response to the 
Bolshevik Revolution in Russia. During the 1920s the white-supremacist, fascist Ku Klux Klan grew in 
numbers and political influence in the South and elsewhere, appealing also to anti-immigrant and anti- 
Catholic nativism. 

Apart from the early heroic efforts of the IWW, industrial unionism (the conception of organizing all 
workers in an industry into one union, irrespective of trade) did not take off until the rise of the CIO 
(Congress of Industrial Organizations) in the 1930s. The Great Depression and the victory of fascism in 
Germany in 1933 radicalized the American working class. The working class concentrated in mass 
production industries unleashed a massive, powerful strike movement. 

The mass industrial unions of the CIO were built by sweeping aside the old racial/ethnic job-trusting 
divisions. Though still a small minority in industry, black workers became a significant force in CIO 
unions like auto, steel and meatpacking. But blacks remained at the bottom of the economic ladder, 
“last hired, first fired.” 


4. The tumultuous labor struggles which launched the CIO were accompanied by great political 
ferment in the working class, posing the question of independent labor political action. But the 
bourgeois Democratic Party, the pro-Democratic Party AFL-derived leaders of the CIO and the 
reformist CPUS A all strenuously mobilized against such a development. This was accompanied by 
energetic efforts by the capitalists to create a body of laws and measures (e.g., the National Labor 
Relations Act) aimed at legally subordinating the new unions to the bourgeois state. 

The ties between the AFL and CIO bureaucracies and the Democratic Party were further strengthened 
during World War II, when the CPUS A cravenly sought to enforce class peace through a “no-strike 
pledge.” Immediately following the war, the working class launched the biggest strike wave in U.S. 
history. These economic demands were easily satisfied by the richest bourgeoisie in the world, which 
emerged temporarily hegemonic after its victory in WWII. At the same time, the bourgeoisie put 
forward further measures designed to cripple the power of the unions, e.g., the Taft-Hartley Act. The 
labor tops meekly acquiesced, promising at best electoral opposition. In fact, they then embarked on a 
government-orchestrated anti-red witchhunt. Motivated by patriotic calls to “stop the spread of 
Communism,” the intent was to break the back of the militant labor movement that had developed in 
the 1930s, cleaning out the reds, mainly the social-patriotic CPUSA, whom the capitalists had tolerated 
during the war. The red purge was the basis on which the AFL and CIO merged in 1955. 



5. The pro-capitalist union tops who won their spurs purging reds from the unions went on to offer their 
services to the anti-Communist machinations of U.S. imperialism, actively serving as CIA conduits and 
agents. From hiring gangsters to physically smash militant pro-Communist labor organizations in 
Europe after World War II to the overturn of the Polish deformed workers state by the company union 
Solidarnosc, to its constant collusion in propping up brutal capitalist rule in Latin America to facilitate 
U.S. neocolonial plunder, the “AFL-CIA” has been up to its neck in direct participation in the dirty 
crimes of the American empire. 

In the 1960s, the union bureaucrats, epitomized by AFL-CIO chief George Meany, were among the 
most ardent supporters of the counterrevolutionary U.S. war in Vietnam, occupying the far right of the 
Democratic Party political spectrum. The bureaucracy’s abject surrender to capitalist wage controls 
during the Vietnam War and ongoing ties to an ever more conservative Democratic Party ushered in a 
period of retreat and defeat. Currently less than 10 percent of the industrial working class is organized 
in unions, nearly a fourfold drop from the end of World War II. A corresponding sharp decline in the 
living standards of unionized workers (and indeed all workers) was accompanied by a marked increase 
in the concentration of wealth. The experience of the past two decades in the United States amply 
confirms the Marxist understanding of the tendency under capitalism toward the immiseration of the 
proletariat. 


6. It is worth noting one of the main historic differences between the European and American labor 
movements. In Europe, mass reformist parties have had a strong base in the working class for most of 
the 20th century and frequently have been successful in politically disarming the workers, channeling 
class conflict into parliamentary reform and electoralism. 

In contrast, the labor leadership in the U.S. has, generally speaking, been a thin, brittle, anti-communist 
bureaucracy without any particular historical authority in the working class. Thus, in periods of sharp 
outbreaks of class struggle it has been unable to play the moderating role of its European counterparts. 
As a consequence, strikes in such periods in the U.S. have often been long and violent, accompanied by 
brutal and sometimes lethal intervention by local, state or federal authorities. 

This feature of the American labor movement—the shallow authority of the official union leaderships 
and the resulting raw class struggle—has in the past catapulted reds into direct leadership of sections of 
the working class. This was the case in three major class battles of 1934, the Minneapolis Teamster 
strikes, the Toledo Auto-Lite strike and the San Francisco general strike, which were led respectively 
by Trotskyists, Musteites and Stalinists. Thus it is possible that the SL/U.S. could in the future find 
itself in a similar situation, underlining the importance of proletarian revolutionaries acquiring a solid 
base of working-class support in key industries. 


7. The existing trade-union bureaucrats are the heirs of the Meanyite Cold Warriors. In pursuit of 
collaboration with the bosses and capitalist government, these union tops have persistently attempted to 
strip the unions of their class-struggle weapons. Surrendering to the capitalists before the battle is 



engaged, many labor tops assert that strikes are “outmoded,” and look instead to binding arbitration, 
consumer boycotts, lobbying company boards of directors, court suits, and “informational picket lines.” 
The labor lawyer has become a permanent fixture of the labor movement. In cases when a strike is 
posed, often the greatest obstacle to militancy is the ranks’ belief that the leadership will not fight to 
win. The sharp decline in union membership is the direct product of a “leadership” which has 
acquiesced to a generation of union-busting, to the killing and jailing of strikers, to wage givebacks and 
backbreaking and dangerous conditions. The bureaucracy has joined in on every union-busting ploy 
from two-tier contracts to “workfare,” schemes which superexploit black and young workers and divide 
labor along lines of age and color. 

Lately there has been a shift in the external face of the AFL-CIO bureaucracy exemplified by the forces 
grouped around AFL-CIO president John Sweeney, who also identifies himself as a leader of the 
Democratic Socialists of America. This shift has manifested itself in efforts to draw student youth 
behind the AFL-CIO (the Union Summer and anti-sweatshop campaigns), as well as efforts to organize 
unorganized workforces and a limited reversal of the previous anti-immigrant stance of the AFL-CIO. 
Flowever, far from representing a shift toward class independence, this social-democratic-tinged layer 
of the labor bureaucracy is, if anything, more ideologically committed to state regulation and 
intervention in the affairs of the labor movement than the old-line “business-unionism” bureaucrats. 

“No decisive gain of labor was ever won in a courtroom or by an act of Congress. Everything the 
workers movement has won of value has been achieved by mobilizing the ranks of labor in hard-fought 
struggle, on the picket lines, in plant occupations” (“Labor’s Gotta Play Hardball to Win,” Workers 
Vanguard No. 349, 2 March 1984). The SL fights for picket lines that nobody better try to cross. We 
fight to spread strikes, for sympathy strikes in defense of embattled workers, for elected strike 
committees to organize union militancy instead of throttling it. We fight to unchain labor’s power in its 
own self-defense and in active defense of the black and immigrant populations particularly targeted by 
social reaction. We fight to advance and defend the economic interests, democratic rights and social 
conquests of the working class through a system of transitional demands that challenge the very 
framework of capitalism. 


8. The tendency toward the domination of the trade unions by a reactionary bureaucracy, the tendency 
of the unions to draw close to and subordinate themselves to bourgeois state power, derive directly 
from the monopoly nature of modern capitalism, i.e., imperialism, which confronts the proletariat with 
a very centralized capitalist class that wields concentrated state power to advance its aims. As Trotsky 
noted: 


“In the epoch of imperialist decay the trade unions can be really independent only to the 
extent that they are conscious of being, in action, the organs of proletarian revolution.” 


— “Trade Unions in the Epoch of Imperialist Decay” (1940) 



The Spartacist League struggles for the complete and unconditional independence of the trade unions 
from the capitalist state. 

The SL opposes on principle all government intervention in the labor movement, starting with the 
whole corpus of capitalist anti-union “labor law” designed to bind the unions hand and foot to the 
bourgeois order, from the NLRB and Taft-Hartley to RICO and drug-testing. The labor bureaucracy 
uses these laws as an excuse to meekly assent to capitalist union-busting and strikebreaking, 
abandoning the power of the workers to confront the employers and instead turning to the capitalist 
courts. These laws and regulations can only be broken in militant class struggle that renders them dead 
letters. 

The complex matrix of anti-union legislation is intended not only to hamstring union workers in direct 
conflict with the employers, but to regulate the unions’ internal life under the guise of combatting 
corruption and gangsterism and enforcing “union democracy.” Many unions are today under the direct, 
nominally transient, control of agencies of the U.S. Department of Justice and federal courts. Reliance 
on state intervention is routinely used by would-be oppositionists and out-bureaucrats seeking union 
office. In 1973, as the rest of the American left hailed the Mineworkers’ Arnold Miller and his so-called 
“Miners for Democracy,” we headlined: “Labor Department Wins Mine Workers’ Election” (Workers 
Vanguard No. 17, March 1973). Likewise we opposed the longtime efforts of the Teamsters for a 
Democratic Union (TDU) to engineer a government takeover of the Teamsters. With the help of a 
court-enforced “consent decree,” the TDU finally managed to get its candidate, Ron Carey, elected 
president of the union, only to see him dumped by the federal government on the heels of the 
nationwide 1997 United Parcel Service strike. 

Labor must clean its own house! We advocate the fullest internal democracy within the unions, 
including election of all union representatives and officers. Those who bring the class enemy’s 
government into the unions vitiate the very purpose of workers democracy—to cohere the most 
effective policy and leadership for defending the workers’ class interests. 

We are unalterably opposed to organizing security guards, prison guards and cops—strikebreaking 
henchmen of the bourgeoisie—into the labor movement and demand and work for their ouster from the 
unions. We also oppose the unionization of representatives of management—foremen and bosses with 
the right to discipline workers under their supervision. We denounce the widely accepted practice of 
dues check-off, which involves the company in an area in which it has no business—union finances— 
holds the union hostage during strikes and lays the financial basis for the anti-democratic bureaucracy’s 
independence from the union members. The unions must collect their own dues through a network of 
militant elected shop stewards. 


9. As much as the capitalists would like to abolish the class struggle of the proletariat, they cannot do 
so, as the capitalist system is beset with the historic contradictions first analyzed by Marx. The working 
class is inevitably drawn into battle. Thus, attempts to bypass the trade unions or to dismiss them as 



hopelessly dominated by reactionary bureaucrats reflect either a revolutionary impatience which 
abandons the struggle to win the masses to revolutionary class consciousness, or simply a petty- 
bourgeois disdain for the organizations of the proletariat. The main strategic challenge facing 
revolutionaries is the liberation of the workers from the reactionary influence of the trade-union 
bureaucracy, which means the struggle to win the workers in the unions to the banner of socialist 
revolution. We fight for the emergence of a class-struggle wing in the unions opposing the pro¬ 
capitalist labor bureaucracy. 

The methods of communist work in the existing trade unions are defined in James Cannon’s 1924 
speech directed to the Communist Party’s miners’ fraction, “Our Aims and Tactics in the Trade 
Unions”: 

“There is a constant danger of the work of our trade union comrades being influenced too 
much by expediency and so-called practicality. One-sided conceptions, purely trade union 
points of view, take the upper hand and the general class issues of the struggle are pushed 
into the background.... 

“We can sum up the whole question in a few words. We are not progressives, but 
revolutionists. Our role in the trade union movement is to organize the masses for the 
proletarian revolution and to lead them in the struggle for it. All of our daily work must be 
related to this, and subordinated to it. The test of our work can never be made by formal 
victories on paper, but by the development of class consciousness in the ranks of the 
workers, the degree of their organization on that basis and the increasing influence and 
leadership of our party. Strategic positions in the labor movement are of importance chiefly 
from the standpoint of enabling the party to advance and develop its work of 
revolutionizing the masses.” 


10. Trade unions cannot substitute for a revolutionary party, whose intervention is required to transform 
them into fighting instruments against the capitalists. As elemental organs of economic self-defense of 
the proletariat, trade unions encompass the workers of a given economic unit or trade. Each union is 
therefore by its very nature the arena of an ongoing united front between the supporters of the 
revolutionary party and the reformist and non-party masses. Trotsky noted in the Transitional Program: 


“The Bolshevik-Leninist...takes active part in mass trade unions for the purpose of 
strengthening them and raising their spirit of militancy. He fights uncompromisingly 
against any attempt to subordinate the unions to the bourgeois state and bind the proletariat 
to ‘compulsory arbitration’ and every other form of police guardianship—not only fascist 
but also ‘democratic.’ Only on the basis of such work within the trade unions is successful 
struggle possible against the reformists.” 



11. The trade unions currently comprise less than 15 percent of the entire U.S. working class, 
concentrated in the more skilled and better-paid layers. Under conditions of mass struggle against 
capitalism we seek to create independent mass organizations appropriate to the tasks at hand. As 
Trotsky noted in “The Unions in Britain” (1933): 

“We do not at all mean by this that the revolutionary party has any guarantee that the trade 
unions will be completely won over to the socialist revolution.... The bureaucracy is 
capable of retaining its positions a long time after the masses have turned against it. But it 
is precisely such a situation, where the masses are already hostile to the trade union 
bureaucracy but where the bureaucracy is still capable of misrepresenting the opinion of the 
organization and of sabotaging new elections, that is the most favorable for the creation of 
shop committees, workers’ councils, and other organizations for the immediate needs of 
any given moment.” 


12. Against the pro-capitalist, pro-Democratic-Party trade-union bureaucracy, we advocate a workers 
party, an independent class party of the proletariat, which is the necessary instrument to achieve a 
genuine workers government, nothing less than the dictatorship of the proletariat. Oust the 
bureaucrats! Break with the Democrats! For a workers party! For a workers government! 

The history of the United States is replete with examples of bourgeois “third” parties promising 
reforms—La Follette’s Farmer-Labor Party, the Henry Wallace campaign, the California Peace and 
Freedom Party, the National Black Independent Political Party—all of them designed to channel social 
protest into the dead end of bourgeois electoralism, and usually back into the Democratic Party. 
Meanwhile, social-democratic reformists and centrists see a reformist labor party akin to the British 
Labour Party as the only permissible outcome to the struggle for a workers party in the U.S. 

The nature of a workers party in the United States is not predetermined, but depends on the outcome of 
political struggle, including the intervention of proletarian revolutionaries. One thing is certain. The 
establishment of a class party of the American proletariat will not be a long-drawn-out evolutionary 
development, but will arise as a result of convulsive class battles posing the question of which class 
shall rule. 


13. Given the abysmally low level of trade-union membership, particularly in the manufacturing sector, 
the transformation of the union movement into an instrument of militant struggle against the bourgeois 
order requires first and foremost a unionization drive. Except for a few heroic efforts undertaken by 
reds, the impressive unionization drive of the 1930s did not breach the Mason-Dixon Line separating 
North from South, the main bastion of racist reaction. The first CIO initiative to organize the South, in 
1941, was scuttled by the labor bureaucracy to show their support to the imperialist war. A second 
attempt, launched in 1946 as “Operation Dixie,” was shipwrecked on the shoals of the red purges, 
racism and the CIO bureaucracy’s ties to the Democratic Party. 



The flight of industry from the Northeast and Midwest to the “open shop” South directly poses a 
Southern unionization drive. Unionization of the South cannot be conducted on a narrowly economist 
basis but, on the contrary, will have to directly confront the profound racial divide which depresses 
living standards of all Southern workers. On the one side, the entire black community will tend to rally 
behind racially integrated workers fighting the local white power structure. On the other side, the 
Southern branch of the American ruling class will resort to police, company goons and professional 
strikebreakers, and if necessary the Klan and its ilk, while using racist demagogy to turn backward 
white workers against the labor movement. Thus, the defense of strike pickets and the need to defeat 
racist terror will be directly linked, posing in a concrete and immediate way the point stressed by 
Trotsky in the Transitional Program: 


“Scabs and private gunmen in factory plants are the basic nuclei of the fascist army. Strike 
pickets are the basic nuclei of the proletarian army.... In connection with every strike and 
street demonstration, it is imperative to propagate the necessity of creating workers’ groups 
for self-defense.” 


14. There is a large Mexican-derived proletariat in California and the Southwest located near the vast 
maquiladora industrial zone lying just over the U.S./Mexico border. Recent strikes by Canadian and 
U.S. auto workers have graphically demonstrated how closely integrated the political economies of the 
U.S., Canada and Mexico have become. This poses to the proletariat the necessity for the closest 
collaboration in waging class struggle against the employers. The trade-union bureaucrats’ protectionist 
outlook is poison to this perspective as it seeks to blame Mexican workers for the problems of workers 
in the U.S. Only an internationalist outlook—the Marxist understanding that the working class has no 
fatherland—can ignite the necessary struggle against the imperialist exploiters whose rivalries 
inevitably lead to colonial and interimperialist wars. 


15. The relative political backwardness of the working class in the U.S. imposes on American 
communists a central task of explaining basic principles of scientific socialism as part of our 
intervention into major social struggles. Shackled by deep racial divisions and a labor bureaucracy 
subservient to the wealthiest imperialist state on the planet, the American working class is far removed 
from, if not openly hostile to, even a reformist/parliamentarist understanding of socialism. The 
bourgeoisie’s “death of communism” triumphalism has deepened false consciousness among the 
working masses (although its impact in the U.S. was less dramatic than in Europe, where the mass of 
workers subscribed to some version of socialism). However, as noted in the SWP’s “Theses on the 
American Revolution” (October 1946): “Under the compulsion of objective necessity not only 
backward peoples but backward classes in advanced countries find themselves driven to clear great 
distances in single leaps.” 



VI. Full Citizenship Rights for All Immigrants! Defend the 
Rights of Racial/Ethnic Minorities! 

1. As the ICL Declaration of Principles notes: 


“Modern capitalism, i.e., imperialism, reaching into all areas of the planet, in the course of 
the class struggle and as economic need demands, brings into the proletariat at its bottom 
new sources of cheaper labor, principally immigrants from poorer and less-developed 
regions of the world—workers with few rights who are deemed more disposable in times of 
economic contraction. Thus capitalism in ongoing fashion creates different strata among the 
workers, while simultaneously amalgamating the workers of many different lands.” 


Immigration into the U.S. has markedly increased over the last three decades. The most recent 
immigrants to the United States have come from Latin America (primarily Mexico), the Caribbean and 
Asia as well as East Europe. Hispanics now make up almost 12 percent of the U.S. population and 
Asian Americans nearly 4 percent. Future immigration will by no means necessarily continue at this 
level, but will depend on the outcome of political struggles: economic contractions engender moves to 
further tighten immigration laws and possibly even efforts at mass deportation of immigrants. 


2. The oppression of blacks remains primary and fundamental to American capitalist society. This 
persisting racial caste division is illustrated by the far lower percentage of interracial marriages 
between blacks and whites compared to that between Asians or Hispanics and whites. 

Sociologically, both Hispanics and Asian Americans constitute “intermediate” groups occupying a 
middle position between whites and blacks in American society. Yet the census statistics on the high 
median income of Asian Americans obscure the national and class differences within this population. 
For example, despite the myth of the Chinese as the “model minority,” nearly one-third of the Chinese 
immigrant population is composed of service and manual workers. A significant proportion are new 
immigrants who tend to live in Chinatowns and work for low wages in dead-end jobs. In addition to 
this, a good many of the hundreds of thousands of undocumented immigrants from China who have 
come to the U.S. over the last decade toil for sub-minimum wages in restaurants and sweatshops. 

Likewise, the concept of a pan-Hispanic ethnic minority, encompassing wealthy Cuban businessmen on 
one end and undocumented Salvadoran day laborers on the other, is a statistical construct with little 
correspondence to socio-economic and political reality. The differences between Puerto Ricans, third- 
or fourth-generation Mexican Americans (Chicanos) and Mexican/Central American immigrants and 
the class differences within the various Hispanic communities are greater and more important than their 
shared language and sense of Hispanic identity. 



3. While there is also substantial immigration of petty-bourgeois and professional elements from 
throughout the world, newly arrived plebeian immigrants, particularly Hispanics, in their vast majority 
end up at the bottom of American capitalist society, working at jobs on the margins of the economy, or 
in low-wage jobs in labor-intensive industries. Currently, there are an estimated 5 million 
undocumented immigrants. Targets of vicious anti-immigrant chauvinism, they are denied social 
services and the most basic rights. Having no legal status, they are subject to instant deportation and 
separation of families and are the object of superexploitation by agricultural bosses and sweatshop 
owners. 

The bourgeoisie has enacted new laws aimed at restricting immigrants’ rights and toughening 
deportation statutes. Immigration and customs officials now have vast discretionary power to say who 
may or may not enter the country, with tightened scrutiny at legal points of entry, while the border with 
Mexico is being militarized. New “anti-terrorism” laws permit deportation of non-citizens by 
administrative fiat and even legal immigrants are now subject to deportation for trivial legal infractions. 
Other laws deny immigrants health and welfare benefits, and there are moves to deny undocumented 
immigrants’ children the right to attend public schools. “English only” regulations challenge not only 
bilingual education programs but even the right to speak other languages in the workplace. 


4. The Spartacist League demands full citizenship rights for all immigrants. We stand for full equality 
of all languages in all spheres of public life and defend bilingual education against “English only” 
bigots. We stand unalterably opposed to the bourgeoisie’s anti-immigrant laws and regulations. Against 
the capitalists’ attempts to use undocumented, low-wage immigrant workers as a club against the trade 
unions, we seek to mobilize the labor movement to fight deportations and INS raids through class- 
struggle means and to organize such workers into the unions with full rights and protections. It is 
particularly important to combat anti-immigrant chauvinism in the working class and especially among 
black workers, while the immigrant-derived proletariat must grasp that anti-black racism remains the 
touchstone of social reaction in this country. In this regard, our 1982 labor/black mobilization that 
stopped the KKK from staging an anti-immigrant march in Washington, D.C. is a model. 


5. As a Leninist tribune of the people, we combat every manifestation of racism and bigotry, including 
the pernicious poison of anti-Semitism and anti-Asian and anti-Arab chauvinism spewed by black 
nationalist demagogues. Anti-Arab racism is chiefly fueled by the bourgeoisie’s “anti-terrorist” hysteria 
and by the Zionist apologists for Israel’s oppression of the Palestinian people. In the face of escalating 
anti-Asian racism, a product of U.S. imperialism’s growing trade war with Japan and of the labor 
bureaucracy’s chauvinist-protectionist appeals, we seek to sear into the memory of the proletariat the 
horrendous incarceration of Japanese Americans in concentration camps during World War II. 


6. As proletarian revolutionaries in the United States, we have a particular obligation to defend the 
rights of the indigenous American Indian peoples, who face all-sided persecution and are often 



confined to abysmally impoverished reservations. A revolutionary workers government would ensure 
the social emancipation of Native American Indians, promoting their voluntary integration on the basis 
of full equality. 


7. The vast numbers of immigrant workers now toiling in U.S. factories can be a powerful leaven to the 
class struggle here, as many of them come from countries with stronger traditions of labor militancy 
and anti-capitalist struggle. Likewise, these workers are a natural pool for recruitment to the 
revolutionary party and such recruits can constitute a nucleus for organizing Trotskyist parties in their 
native lands. For socialist revolution from the Yukon to the Yucatan and throughout the Americas! 

VII. For Women’s Liberation Through Socialist 
Revolution! 

1. The Spartacist League reaffirms that the struggle against women’s oppression is integral to the 
emancipation of labor itself. The oppression of women is rooted in the original division of society into 
classes. As Friedrich Engels explained in The Origin of the Family, Private Property and the State, the 
monogamous patrilineal family arose to “make the man supreme in the family, and to propagate, as the 
future heirs to his wealth, children indisputably his own.” As Lenin noted, “the abolition of private 
ownership of land and the factories...opens up the way towards a complete and actual emancipation of 
woman, her liberation from ‘household bondage’ through transition from petty individual housekeeping 
to large-scale socialized domestic services” (V.I. Lenin, “International Working Women’s Day” [March 
1921]). 

Under capitalism, the institution of the family remains the central source of women’s oppression. For 
the proletariat, the institutionalized family—buttressed and promoted by religion and the state—means 
the burden of raising the next generation of workers, caring for the sick and aged, and ins t illing 
bourgeois codes of “morality” and obedience to authority. Doubly oppressed proletarian women also 
play a key economic role as part of the reserve army of the unemployed, drawn into wage labor in 
boom times and wars and fired at the next downturn. 


2. The right to abortion, achieved nationally in 1973 as the result of the social struggles which cracked 
the reactionary domestic climate of the post-World War II Cold War, came under attack almost 
immediately, first and foremost for poor and working women. More generally, the bourgeoisie, starting 
with the Democratic Carter administration, soon launched an anti-sex witchhunt aimed at “moral 
rearmament” and social regimentation, the domestic reflection of a renewed war drive against the 
Soviet Union. The American imperialists cultivated religious reaction abroad (the Catholic church in 
Poland, Islamic fundamentalism in Afghanistan) and at home as a weapon in the anti-Soviet war drive. 
The climate of bourgeois triumphalism following capitalist counterrevolution in the Soviet Union in 
turn fueled an escalating offensive against the right to abortion and social programs benefiting poor and 
minority women in particular. 



In the name of reactionary “family values,” hundreds have been victimized and imprisoned in a 
fabricated hysteria over “child abuse” at day-care centers, buttressing the powers of the bourgeois state 
with new laws and an apparatus of sex cops. Gay people and abortion providers are subjected to 
murderous terror. Religion is a bulwark of reaction in general and of the institutionalized oppression of 
women in particular. 


3. In seeking to forge a Leninist party as a tribune of the people championing the rights of all the 
exploited and oppressed, we fight for the workers movement to take up the struggle for women’s rights. 
We call for mass mobilizations backed up by the social power of the labor movement to defend 
abortion clinics against rightist mobs. We place no reliance on the bourgeois state, the enemy of 
women’s rights, to defend the clinics. We fight for free abortion on demand as part of the necessary 
struggle for free, quality health care for all, in order to ensure that legal abortion can become a reality 
for working, minority and immigrant women. We demand equal pay for equal work and call for free, 
24-hour childcare. 

We oppose efforts to regulate the manifold expressions of human sexuality. Our guiding principle is 
simply that of mutual effective consent. Down with reactionary “age of consent” and “statutory rape” 
laws which criminalize consensual sexual activity of youth! We oppose the reactionary crusade against 
pornography and the “date rape” hysteria, spearheaded by bourgeois feminists in league with 
puritanical bigots. Government out of the bedrooms! 

Anti-gay bigotry flows from the stereotyping decreed by the sexual division of labor in the family. We 
fight for full democratic rights for homosexuals and oppose in particular the rabidly discriminatory 
measures which have accompanied the witchhunt against people with AIDS. 


4. American feminism was born as a separate movement in its post-Civil War split with the 
abolitionists; its founders embraced white supremacy and campaigned against voting rights for black 
freedmen. Feminism is the anti-proletarian, anti-egalitarian ideology of bourgeois and petty-bourgeois 
women who support the capitalist status quo and who seek only their own power and privilege within 
the old boys’ club. The evolution of feminist ideology over the past period, from the radical sectoralism 
of the 1970s New Left to today’s unashamed devotion to the capitalist state and U.S. imperialist 
militarism, only shows feminism’s reversion to its historic norm. 

The bankruptcy of feminism, nationalism and other sectoralist (bourgeois) outlooks is glaring in the 
case of black working women, subjected to racial, sexual and class oppression. Black feminists can 
offer no solution for triply oppressed black women workers, because such reformists are beholden to 
the Democratic Party, which pushes the same “family values” reaction as the right-wing Republicans or 
the Nation of Islam. With an authority derived from generations as one of the few social organizations 
allowed in the black community, the church (mainly in the form of Christianity) serves as an instrument 
of social control and a political transmission belt to the bourgeois Democratic Party. For our part, we 
recall that the vanguard of the abolitionist movement against slavery—John Brown, Frederick 



Douglass, Harriet Tubman, Sojourner Truth and the Grimke sisters—stood for the commonality of all 
the oppressed. As Frederick Douglass proclaimed, “Right is of no sex—Truth is of no color.” In our 
struggle for socialist revolution to eliminate black and women’s oppression, we stand on the tradition of 
these radical democratic revolutionaries. 


5. The emancipation of women requires a socialist revolution and the creation of a planned economy in 
which women will have full access to participation in the productive forces of society, and the 
institution of the family will be replaced with collective childcare and housework. Understanding that 
the liberation of women is the task of the proletarian party as a whole, our perspective is to build a 
women’s section of the vanguard party aimed at extending its influence to layers of working-class and 
minority women and drawing them into the revolutionary movement. In this spirit we published the 
journal Women and Revolution for 25 years, until its suspension as an independent publication in 1997 
as a necessary measure to consolidate scarce party resources. The carryover of Women and Revolution 
pages to Spartacist reflects not only our continuing commitment to the above invoked duty of the 
proletarian party on this question, but the fact that Women and Revolution had increasingly become the 
journal of our whole international. This in turn is reflected in the publication in our sectional presses of 
Women and Revolution pages and continued coverage of issues that concern the woman question as an 
integral part of Workers Vanguard. 

VIII. Open the Road to the Youth! 

1. The oppression of youth is likewise derived from the institution of the family. The family, religion, 
the media and the educational system are principal means for instilling bourgeois “morality” and 
socially regimenting young people. We oppose all laws which enable the bourgeois state to regulate the 
consensual sexual activity of youth and to exercise social control under the guise of “protecting 
children.” Working-class, particularly minority, youth face far higher levels of unemployment, fewer 
job protections and lower wages, increasingly institutionalized through multi-tier wage systems. 
Underlining the worsening conditions for young workers is the fact that for the first time since World 
War II, working-class youth can no longer expect a higher standard of living than that of their parents. 
We call for the full integration of young workers into the trade unions with equal protection, wages and 
benefits. 

Youth serve a particular role as the cannon fodder for the wars and other military adventures of the 
imperialist rulers. Our opposition to the bourgeois army and to conscription is antithetical to that of 
petty-bourgeois pacifists or those who seek an exemption from an obligation imposed on working-class 
youth. Even in the absence of the draft, as at present, black, Hispanic and white working-class youth 
are forced into the military through economic conscription—for lack of jobs. At the same time, the 
disproportionate presence of such youth in the armed forces is an Achilles’ heel for the U.S. military 
machine. We oppose all racial, class and sexual discrimination within the military, and if conscription is 
imposed we oppose all student deferments and other manifestations of class bias. We don’t volunteer 
for the bourgeois armed forces, but, if drafted, our comrades serve in the army with the rest of their 



generation, seeking to educate and win soldiers to our revolutionary viewpoint. On campuses we 
struggle against the recruitment and training of the bourgeois officer corps (ROTC) and the recruitment 
drives of the imperialist intelligence agencies such as the CIA and NS A. 


2. While maintaining elite schools as preserves for their offspring and to train a new generation of 
managers and technicians, the ruling class spends on educating those they exploit and oppress only 
what they can realize back in profit and what they have conceded as a result of hard class battle. The 
loss of industrial jobs over the past two decades has gone hand in hand with attacks on public 
education. The bourgeoisie sees no need to educate a generation of working-class and minority youth 
for whom it has no jobs or future outside of unemployment, prison or early death. Public high schools 
are little more than holding pens for working-class and minority youth with “security” increasingly 
under the direct control of police departments. Exorbitant tuition hikes at public universities and 
community colleges and the destruction of affirmative action for college admissions effectively 
constitute a deliberate purge of poor and minority youth from higher education, which is still widely 
perceived as the best escape hatch from a life of impoverishment. 

We oppose the racist assault on affirmative action programs and stand against all race, sex and class 
discrimination in the schools. We fight for free, quality, integrated education for all. To provide real 
access to higher education, we call for nationalizing the private universities, and for open admissions 
and free tuition with a state-paid living stipend for students. We demand full remedial programs at the 
universities and an end to “tracking” in the high schools, which pushes working-class and minority 
youth away from courses that would prepare them for college. 


3. The struggle to win a new generation of youth, students as well as young workers, to the principles 
and program of Trotskyism is key to the building of a revolutionary workers party as a part of a 
reforged Fourth International. A particularly volatile layer of the petty-bourgeois intelligentsia, students 
can play an active role in “radical” politics on either the right or the left. Through the Spartacus Youth 
Clubs, we seek to win students and youth to the side of the working class and its communist vanguard. 
The SYCs are the basis for the rebuilding of a nationwide transitional organization which, as the youth 
section of the SL/U.S., is organizationally independent of and politically subordinate to the party. As 
we noted in “Youth, Class and Party,” the 1971 founding document of the Revolutionary Communist 
Youth (now the Spartacus Youth Clubs), our aim is to “provide a valuable training ground for young 
radicals who will fulfill themselves as professional revolutionaries within the vanguard party.” 

IX. For Class-Struggle Defense Against Bourgeois 
Repression! 

1. Despite the hypocritical preachings of “democracy for all,” the only rights to which the bourgeoisie 
is unalterably committed are those which enforce its property relations—the right to hold private 
property, to own the basic means of production, to employ wage labor, etc. Those specifically 



proletarian rights which may exist under bourgeois democracy—like the right to picket, to strike, to 
organize unions—are wrested from the bourgeoisie and maintained only through the independent 
action of the proletariat. Even broader democratic rights (free speech and assembly, trial by a jury of 
one’s peers, etc.) are secured under capitalism, especially for working people and the oppressed, 
through social struggle and are eminently reversible in the absence of such struggle. 

Many of the legal rights supposedly enshrined in the U.S. Constitution were given some meaning for 
the population as a whole as a result of the social struggles of the 1950s and 1960s, as the capitalist 
state attempted to contain, co-opt and eventually destroy the mass civil rights movement and a 
burgeoning radicalization centered on opposition to the Vietnam War. The subsequent driving down of 
real wages, the devastation of unionized industrial jobs and the wholesale destruction of social 
programs which provided a minimal “safety net” for the poor have led to a massive redistribution of 
income in favor of an already wealthy handful. 

Aware that the vast growth in inequality is engendering a buildup of social tinder and great working- 
class anger, the capitalists have vastly augmented their arsenal of repression, turning local police forces 
more and more into coordinated and heavily armed paramilitary units. Accompanying this buildup in 
repressive power, a battery of new laws and judicial rulings have been shredding constitutional rights 
and constricting even further the activities of the trade unions. Above and beyond the immediate aim of 
suppressing the class struggle, such measures are extremely useful to the ruling class in regimenting the 
population for imperialist war. 


2. We stand on the defense work of the early Communist Party, conducted under the banner of the 
International Labor Defense led by James P. Cannon. The ILD established the principles of non¬ 
sectarian defense work in causes such as the defense of Sacco and Vanzetti, who were anarchists and 
labor martyrs. The guiding strategy of the ILD was to put “all faith in the power of the masses and no 
faith whatever in the justice of the courts.” 

We defend all class-war prisoners against state repression in the spirit of the IWW call, “An injury to 
one is an injury to all!” To this end, the SL established the Partisan Defense Committee in the tradition 
of the early ILD. The PDC is a non-sectarian, class-struggle social and legal defense organization in 
accordance with the political views of the Spartacist League. 


3. We oppose every move to expand and intensify the repressive powers of the capitalist state. In 
particular, we demand “Abolish the racist death penalty,” a barbaric “punishment” rooted in the United 
States in black chattel slavery. We do not accord to the state the right to decide who shall live and who 
shall die. Our struggle against the death penalty is highlighted by our years’ long effort to win freedom 
for Mumia Abu-Jamal. 

We emphatically defend the right to bear arms, a right increasingly under attack particularly by liberals, 
who have been pushing for ever more stringent gun control in order to ensure the state’s monopoly over 



armed force. In our denunciation, unique on the U.S. left, of the federal government’s murderous 
assault on the home of Idaho fascist Randy Weaver, we noted that it was “a sample of the treatment 
meted out by the cops in the ghettos and barrios of every city in America. It is the working people, 
blacks and other minorities who are the main victims of ‘gun control’ laws and the trigger-happy 
badge-toting gunmen who enforce them” (Workers Vanguard No. 579, 2 July 1993). It is notable that 
stricter gun control measures were initially enacted in response to the Black Panther Party’s 
ostentatious assertion of the right to bear arms in the late 1960s. 


4. As communists, we are the most consistent defenders of democratic rights for the population as a 
whole. Against sectoralists and reformists of all stripes, we recognize that democratic rights are 
indivisible. We actively protested the bombing of the black MOVE home in Philadelphia in 1985 as 
well as the government’s incineration of the racially integrated Branch Davidian religious commune 
near Waco, Texas in 1993. 

The Spartacist League opposes the outrageous intrusion of the government into private life, and 
demands an end to all laws against consensual “crimes without victims,” such as gambling, 
prostitution, drug use and pornography. The anti-drug witchhunt has led directly to staggering increases 
in the percentage of incarceration of the population, particularly among blacks. The Democratic Party, 
and black elected officials in particular, have been instrumental in the anti-drug crusade, supported by 
large sections of the workers and oppressed who wrongly believe that repression is a means for 
combatting the social pathology of widespread drug addiction. We oppose drug-testing in the 
workplace, by which employers weed out militants and cow the entire workforce. Our defense of the 
right to privacy applies even in the case of a sex witchhunt targeting imperialist commander in chief 
Clinton. We defend the right to assisted suicide posed in the defense of Dr. Kevorkian. 


5. We oppose any and all efforts to restrict the proletariat’s right to organize and strike. We vigorously 
defend the right of a revolutionary workers party to organize. To this end, we have waged a series of 
successful lawsuits, most notably against the FBI’s Domestic Security/Terrorism Guidelines. We know 
the capitalist state will take whatever measures it can to suppress the communist vanguard. We noted in 
“Development and Tactics of the Spartacist League” (1969): 

“The SL is a legal organization and we intend to exercise every prerogative and privilege of 
bourgeois democracy. Our legality is precious to us; this is one reason why the SL is 
virtually the only radical organization with an untarnished record for defending other 
radicals who are victims of persecution and frame-up.” 


X. In Defense of Science and the Enlightenment 

1. When it was an ascending class, the bourgeoisie embraced the Enlightenment in its struggle against 
the old feudal order and its ideological bulwark, the church. Yet soon after the capitalists triumphed, 
they turned about and encouraged organized religion as one more means to prop up their class rule. 



Today, late in the epoch of imperialist decay, the bourgeois ideologues of the most powerful capitalist 
countries on the planet explicitly reject Enlightenment rationalism, embracing irrationality as a weapon 
against the proletarian revolution. In particular, any idea of subjecting class society to scientific 
scrutiny is rejected out of hand. 

The most reactionary forces wallowing in medieval superstition make use of the most modern 
technologies such as the Internet to purvey their wares. The U.S., one of the most advanced capitalist 
nations in the world, is also deeply mired in religious obscurantism and general social and political 
backwardness. In the absence of an established church, the Anglo Protestant moral values of the WASP 
ruling class must be enforced by law and social custom. The material crux of these values is the need 
for a disciplined workforce. The Protestant work ethic, which stigmatizes poverty as “moral failure,” 
reflects the needs of the capitalist labor market. 


2. California, famous for its high-tech industries, exemplifies the values of “post-industrial” America: 
the capitalists spend more money on prisons than on higher education. What remains of education is 
under concerted attack by religious obscurantists and bigots, who attempt to regiment all aspects of 
public and private life. This is accompanied by an increasing religious presence in public life, including 
prayer in public schools. Three-quarters of a century after the famous Scopes Trial in which a teacher 
of evolution was subjected to criminal prosecution, Darwin’s theory of evolution is still not taught in 
many public schools, while the biblical superstition of “creationism” is passed off as science. In 
counterposition, we are vigorous defenders of the separation of church and state and upholders of 
secular public education. We oppose state funding of denominational or private schools. 


3. As Marxists it is necessary for us to defend our dialectical materialist worldview and combat the 
widespread religious obscurantism, mysticism, anti-scientific prejudice, pseudo-science and general 
moods of despair that infect wide circles of the petty bourgeoisie and working class. At the same time 
we recognize that under the class dictatorship of the bourgeoisie, science and technology are centrally 
deployed to advance the bourgeoisie’s untrammeled pursuit of profit. Turning science and technology 
to the benefit of humanity requires wresting the means of production from the hands of the capitalist 
imperialist rulers. The advance to socialism is predicated on a vast expansion of mankind’s productive 
forces. Only in this way can the needs of the billions of toilers now consigned to dreadful and 
stultifying poverty begin to be met. 

In this regard, it is necessary to wage a political battle against the environmental movement, 
particularly the “radical” Green preachings of economic primitivism which are at bottom neo- 
Malthusian. We understand that the resources of this planet are limited, but no rational allocation of 
them is possible under the irrational, profit-driven capitalist system. As we have noted: 



“Control over major ecological problems such as air and water pollution can be achieved 
only within the framework of an internationally planned, socialist economy. This in turn 
requires workers revolutions to take away the factories, transport systems, oil fields, mines 
and other means of production from the privately owned and profit-maximizing 
corporations and banks which now dominate the world economy.” 

— “Eco-Radicalism and Bourgeois Politics,” Workers Vanguard No. 695, 28 August 1998 

XI. For a Proletarian Vanguard Party! Reforge the Fourth 
International! 

A one-sided view of the American capitalist system—an overestimation of its power and awestruck 
prostration before it—has often been the source of great disorientation. “The hopeless contradictions of 
American capitalism, inextricably tied up with the death agony of world capitalism, are bound to lead 
to a social crisis of such catastrophic proportions as will place the proletarian revolution on the order of 
the day” (SWP “Theses on the American Revolution”). This statement, written as triumphant U.S. 
imperialism arrogantly proclaimed an “American Century” following World War II, retains its full 
validity amid a burgeoning international financial crisis, growing divisions among the major capitalist 
powers and virtually constant imperialist military aggression. We fight for new October Revolutions. 

In the final analysis, every species of opportunism is reducible to a lack of confidence, of theoretical 
and programmatically grounded conviction, in the revolutionary capacity of the proletariat. The 
proletariat’s historic mission of overthrowing bourgeois rule and eradicating all manner of exploitation 
and oppression is not a moral imperative but rather derives from the very workings of the capitalist 
system. Capitalism has concentrated workers in large factories and created great urban concentrations. 
In so doing, the bourgeoisie has created the instrument of its own destruction as an exploiting class. 
The working class cannot emancipate itself from the yoke of wage slavery without at the same time 
emancipating society at large from exploitation, from all class distinctions. But the crisis of capitalism 
will not in and of itself catapult the proletariat to power. Reformist treachery, in both its Stalinist and 
social-democratic variants, has already derailed numerous powerful opportunities for revolution. The 
World Prospect for Socialism (1961) powerfully underlined the necessity to forge a revolutionary 
proletarian party to resolve the crisis of leadership: 


“The history of the last 40 years has driven home the lessons so often repeated by Lenin 
and Trotsky, that there are no impossible situations for the bourgeoisie. It survived the 
challenge of revolution and economic depression between the wars by resort to fascism. It 
survived the Second World War with the complicity of the Stalinist and Social Democratic 
leaderships—which ensured that the working class would not make a bid for power—and 
used the breathing space to elaborate new methods of rule and strengthen the economy. 
Even the most desperate situations can be overcome if only the active intervention of the 
workers as a class for themselves, with a party and a leadership with a perspective of 
overthrowing capitalism, is not prepared in time.” 



As Trotsky noted in the 1940 Manifesto of the Fourth International on the Imperialist War and the 
Proletarian World Revolution: 


“The great historical problem will not be solved in any case until a revolutionary party 
stands at the head of the proletariat. The question of tempos and time intervals is of 
enormous importance; but it alters neither the general historical perspective nor the 
direction of our policy. The conclusion is a simple one: it is necessary to carry on the work 
of educating and organizing the proletarian vanguard with ten-fold energy. Precisely in this 
lies the task of the Fourth International.” 




Adopted at the Tenth National Conference of the SL/U.S. in June 1999; final draft with editorial 
changes and amendments approved by the Central Committee in June 2000. 



